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R COMPLIANCE MONITORING INSPECTION RrrORT
Generators Checklist

Section A - Hazardous Waste Determination 335.6(e) and 335.62

1. A determination has been made that the solid

waste(s) generated is either hazardous or non-

hazardous. Yes / No
‘2. If the answer to #1 is yes, check the method

used for determination:

a. Listed as a hazardous waste in Title 40 CFR
Part 261, Subpart D

b. Process or materials knowledge v .

c. Tested for characteristics as identified in
Title 40 CFR Part 261, Subpart C /. _
(If equivalent test method used, attach a copy)

3. The following wastes, if generated, have been
tested to determine nonhazardous characteristics:

a. Class I nonhazardous Yes / No  N/A
b. Class II Yes  No N/A_ii
c. PCB (storage) . Yes_z{ No  N/A_
If no, list on the comments sheet those wastes
deemed nonhazardous or processes from which non-
hazardous waste was produced.
4. Notification of waste slream changes are _
current. Yes_l{f No  N/A_
section B - Special Conditions 335.75
1. If a generator has .received from or transported
to a foreign source any hazardous waste, the
appropriate notice has been filed with the v//
Regional Administrator (EPA requirement only). Yes  No v N/A
2. Waste was manifested and signed by foreign
consignee, Yes  No N/A_zf/
3. Confirmation of waste transported out of the ’//
country has been received by the generator. Yes  No  N/A

TDWR-
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_tion C - Record Kee, ,@and Reports 335.9 and 335.7¢ \#

1. Generator maintains the required records and _
reports for 3 years. - ' Yes v/ No

_ICAt the facility -
___Elsewhere (note location in comments sheet)
2. Disposal methods described in the registration :
agree with actual situation [335.6(b)]. ~ Yes ,/ No___
Permit  dentifies 1ncimentfor A-5Po ,/\o+ inbesim Aml-hcs
B N/A_‘/_

3. Spills or unauthorized discharges are reported
as required (335.453). Yes ,/ No

DO NOT COMPLETE SECTION D IF GENERATOR DISPOSES 0OF HAZARDOUS AND/OR HONHAZARDOUS

WASTE ON-STTE ONLY.

Section D - Pretransport and Manifest Requirements 335.65-.69
. ReRB CoORDIMATOR
(According to  STuneY: glmbsa*) Name, 2 rat g4

1. ldentify primary off-site disposal facility(s).
Use comments sheet or add registration waste list
properly annotated.

9C£--vauﬂbk%3

2. TDWR manifest shipping control ticket is properly
coupleted. | Yes / No  N/A_

3. (Generator receives return (white) copy of
shipping control ticket. Yes / No  W/A

4. Generator is familiar with DOT packaging require-
ments identified in Title 49 CFR Parts 173, 178 zﬁ
and 179.  RaxX |5 - GouD IGNMARLE  Feowm Yes No
, § TYLe® SToovte TeRmUat (Rew & 333707)
5. Containers used to temporarily store waste before
Lransport meet the DOT packaging requirements of Title

49 CFR Parts 173, 178 and 179. Ves Mo w4
6. Generator labels and marks each package in

accordance with Title 49 CFR Part 172. Yes / HNo
7. Each container of 110 gallons or less is marked

with the required hazardous waste warning label. Yes_!ff No  N/A_
8. If hazardous wastes are accumulated for more than

90 days, the generator (4s/will be) a permitted ‘

storage facility. Yes / Mo H/A
9. Generator inspects containers for leakage or

corrosion at least weekly (335.245). YGSJK{ No
10. 1f leaking or bulging container is found,

operator transfers waste into a usable container

properly lined not to react with the waste. Yes v// Mo — N/A

TDWR-
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i1. Generator locates cuntainers holding ignitable or
: reactive waste at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the /
Yes

facility's property line (335.246). v No  N/A_
12. Containers holding incompatible wastes are kept

apart by physical barrier or sufficient distance _

(335.118). _ Yes No N/I\_\/

NOTE: If tanks are used, complete checklist for tanks. -

13. Storage area has containment protection as set
forth in Title 40 CFR Part 264.175, Use and Manage- ]
ment of Containers. Yes__[ No'

NOTE 1: This will be a future permit requirement.

14. Describe drum or container storage area. Use
photos and/or comments sheet. ALl whsTeS  Puiued Te Be DiSPosED

BY INGMVRATION) FY 35 . No DRommed PCB
LWALTES  CURKEMTLY DN-S(TE | ALL DRUMS
oBSERVED DURING Tihe  INSPetTio) WERE

NEMEVED  To  THE  INCIURATPR ST #ND EMPTIeD
vro e TORMATTED  YT2RA(¢ TANKES | EXEPT  MErcuRy

(y AsTes (PHeWe CoOMM. n/ STaICY SiMmPson) ) BY ;-30-8‘-1.

/

35
PJ ’ S— ” y j + He W . o N . l
l:'> SPLTiRL  WASTE A ‘\3‘\.‘1-0'\(“-*'- bb"d” cadammed woulel
' STCR A& ) held %2 e of precet volume.,
. o Deome weore covercad an~cl |"+€7€‘;,
A }80) 5% 34' druwm s 24 _
of
wastes #0(,) als ol (
00 = .
4 [ [ 3ump to | H v Ovrl- ws
V| \ HO.B[—--) ﬁ[) '
e . ) ,)c\_f—l"\
10‘(‘»-45' n\e"(_‘”‘\l P(":olmv'\m‘“q Solvc.,%: I[(Jf\
Waste [%;u) - waste pol\l wmer WNRSTRWATER. sy STEvm.
—imnesal SP-"‘*B
- Cl'\lbro b(‘“zend’. (
- r\/'u\c
’Cpo,c‘\e_
?t“ ~ ‘f‘r\cl\IOroc'u\‘,\e_ (
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ach to correct checklist]
Date 3 - /643 ,.'g‘/

Reg./Permit No. 30,37//-}&_) 500 ¢/ 3-
a1=1d)

INDUSTRIAL SOLID NASTE

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

SECTION: D 334,68 —. 69 Paragraph: |
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‘L_%J‘CN } Hhe se u'/, be Mcmet_/ulci__m_x/' F"{‘

SECTION: | Paragraph:




C TANCE MONITORING INSPECTION RF
Facilities Checklist
TAC 335.111-.118

Section A - General Facility Standards

1. Proof of deed recordation of on-site disposal
facilities has been provided to the agency.

2. A sketch of facilities, general site orientation
showing landfills, surface impoundments, injection
wells, drainage routes, water bodies/courses and other
pertinent features (separate sketch or diagram of
lTandfill(s) etc.) should be attached to this and other
facility checklist(s).

2T
V

Yes ,/ No

T e 42D

NOTE: For all nonhazardous, noncommercial facilities do not complete the
remainder of this Facilities Checklist. Proceed to specific type facility
checklists and complete one checklist for each disposal facility or multi-

couments on a single checklist.

Section B - Waste Analysis 335.114

1. Facility has a waste analysis plan. ol ‘“CH FAauLTY Yes ¢/

2. Waste plan is maintained at the facility.

3. Waste plan includes the following:
8. Parameters for which each waste will be éna]yzed.
b. Test methods used to test for these parameters.
c. Sampling method used to obtain samp]e

d. Frequency with which the initial analysis w111 be
reviewed or repeated.

NOTE: Frequency includes requirement to repeat
whenever waste stream or process(es) is
changed.

*e. \laste analyses that generators have agreed to
supply.

*f, Procedures which are used to inspect and analyze
each movement of hazardous waste including:

(1) Procedures to be used to determine the
identity of each movement of waste.

(2) Sampling method to be used to obtain
representative sample of the waste to
be identified.

TDWR-
Page 4 of 10 of Group I
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Yes_z{
Yes /
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No_

N/A
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+. The facility prov .s adequate security (335.115) "4 Yes 1{’ No___

5.

a. _!ffz-hour surveillance system (e.g. television
monitoring or guards).

By

b. Icﬁrtificia] or natural barrier around facility
(e.g. fence or fence and cliff).

Describe _suRjve RiveR. - Soil}- BouNDHURY
OTHeR _ Plotk iy _LirkS AR~
heNceD I
C. _:fheans to control entry through entrances (e.qg.
at television monitors, locked entrance,

controlled roadway access).

Describe

[ e Y

Facility has a sign with the legend "Danger -
Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out®.

Section C - General Inspection Requirements 335.116

1.

Facility has a written inspection schedule

(and plan).

v Plan is maintained at the facility
__“wElsewhere {(note location in comments sheet)

Inspection schedule (plan) provides for inspecting

b. Safety and emergency equipment.

d. Operating and structural equipment.

Schedule or plan raenthifres the types O
problems to be looked for during inspection:

a. Malfunctions and deterioration.

2.
the following:
a. Monitoring equipment.
C. Security devices.

3.

TDWR -
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Yes / No_

ves ,/ MNo

Yesm:{/ No_h

Yesmﬁi_ No

Yes ,/ No
Yes"zf/ No

ves / No

/A




1/'

b. .Operator error. ib yes !{ No
c. Discharge or threat of discharge. Yes ./~ No

4. The owner/operator maintains an inspection log
which includes:

a. Date and time of inspection. Yes_!{ No
b. Name of inspector. Yes_{i No_
c. Notation of observations. Yes;fi No
d. Date and nature of repairs or remedial action. Ye?;fi No
5. Malfunctions or other deficiencies noted in the
inspection log have been rectified. Ye;J[i No  N/A_
6. Inspection log records are maintained for 3 years. Yes_zi No
Section D - Personnel Training 335.117
1. Owner/operator maintains Personnel Training
Records at the facility. Yes_i£( Mo
2. Personnel Training Records include:
a. Job Title and written job description of
each position. Yes / No
b. Description of type and amount of training. Yes_zif No
c. Records of training given to facility
personnel. Yeg:{{ No
3. Personnel Training Records are maintained for the
appropriate length of time. Yes;vi No

Section £ - Requiféments for Ignitable, Reactive or Incompatible Waste 335.118

1. Owner/operator is familiar with proper separation
and safeqguards needed to prevent ignition or rcaction v//
of ignitable or reactive waste. Yes No_

a. Use comments sheet to describe separation
and confinement procedures.

b. Use comments sheet to describe any potential
sources of ignition or reaction.

2. Smoking and open flame are confined to
specifically designated locations. Yes No
3. "No Smoking" signs are posted in hazardous areas. - Yes f No

TDWR- '
Page 6 of 10 of Group I




LN

I ‘o

Section F - Preparedness and Prevention 335.131-.137

1. Describe any evidence of fire, explosion, or
contamination of the environment in the comments sheet.

—_—

2. Facility is equipped with:

a. Internal communication or alarm system within
easy access. Yes / No N/A

b. Telephone or two-way radio to call emerqgency
response personnel. Yes / No N/A

c. Portable fire extinguishers, fire control
equipment, spill control equipment and
decontamination equipment tested regularly to
assure proper operation. Yesmxl No  N/A

d. Water volume adequate for hoses, sprinklers or
water spray system. Yes / No N/A

3. Aisle space is sufficient to allow unobstructed
movement of personnel and equipment. Yes"yil No  NA_

4. Owner/operator has attempted to make arrangements
with the local response authorities to familiarize them with the
layout of the facility, properties of hazardous waste
handled and associated hazards, places where facility

personnel would normally be working, entrances to

roads inside facility, and possible evacuation routes. Yes_y/? No  N/A
5. In the case that more than one police and fire

department might respond, a primary authority has l/

been designated. Yes V' No  N/A
6. Owner/operator has attempted to make agreements

with State emergency response teams, emergency

response contractors and equipment suppliers. Yesmiif No - H/A__
7. Owner/operator has attempted to make arrangements

with Tocal hospitals to familiarize them with the

properties of hazardous waste handled and types of

injuries that could result from fires, explosions,

or releases at the facility. Tes v// No N/R
8. State or local authorities have entered into

the necessary arrangements. ’ Yestf/ No  N/A

TDWR-
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.ection G - Contingency in and Emergency Procedures 33

9

1-.157

1.
2.

A contingency plan . is maintained at the facility.

Contingency plan is: a. a revised SPCC Plan
©b. a separate document e

€. adequate to meet emergency
procedures requirements

Emergency coordinator is on-site or on call
at all times.

Yeg_:{ No___

Yes_::{/No_

Ye§:£{ No___

Section H - Manifest System, Recordkeeping and Reporting 335.171-.177

[

TDWR-

Owner/operator complies with manifest
requirements,

NOTE: If 1 is N/A, go to question 6 below.

Waste received from a rail or water {(bulk
shipment) transporter are accompanied by a
properly executed shipping paper.

A1l shipments of waste received have been
consistent with the manifest.

Unmanifested waste was reported to the Executive
Director [335.15(b)].

Discrepancies have been reconciled with the
generator and transporter.

Owner/operator keeps a written operating
record at the facility.

Operating record reflects the following:

a. Description, quantity of each hazardous waste
received and wmethod(s) and date of T.S5.D. at
the facility. '

b. lLocation and quantity of each hazardous waste
within the facility {(for disposal facilities,
quantity on a map or diagram of each cell or
disposal area, for all facilities cross-reference
Lo shipping ticket Nos.).

¢c. Reécords and results of waste analyses and
trial tests.

d. Summary Reports of all incidents that require
implementing the contingency plan.

e. Closure cost estimates for all facilities
(335.232). :

. Post closure cost estimates for disposal
facilities (335.233).

Page 8 of 10 of Group I
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8. Owner/operator maintains an adequate closure

plan for all facilities.

9. Owner/operator maintains an adequate post
closure plan for disposal facilities.

10. If the owner/operator is required to furnish

financial assurance (owner/operator of a hazardous

waste treatment, storage or disposal facility),

What is the estimated closure cost?

Yes_!ff No

" N/A

Yeglff/ No  N/A__

3 514 cco plus ‘1;5;5':;0'000 for e, Heuvy CEGANICS .S"ASMJ (HeR

What is the estimated post closure cost?

qt"’-/{ars::;

11. Closure (and post closure) costs are adjusted

for inflation on an annual basis.

Yesmkf{ No

Ho

except for the
HOB | see atteched
‘I>t$ﬁ*164' lt:HEf'

Yeos

12. Owner/operator established financial assurance
for "current" closure (and post closure) cost(s)
with TDWR by July 6, 1982.
a. If no, but financial assurance was established
at a later date, specify when:
b. Specify the method{s) of assurance of financial
responsibility for these costs:
FivwGna,  TesT
13.  The closure and post closure costs appear

to adequately meet the estimates for the

most expensive point in a facilities operating
life (see also page 27 of the

Group [T checklist.).

iability Coverage Requirements
“40 CrR 265.747 —

1. Facility owner/operator had sudden accidental
coverage (1 million per occurrence with annual
aggregate of 2 million) demonstrated by July 15, 1982.

a. If no, but sudden coverage was established
at a later date, specify when:

Yesmyif No

YesJ[:/ No

N/A

TDWR-
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b. Specify the method(s) of 11ab111ty coverage
___Liability insurance
(amount)

Y, Financial test ii mm.[oh)/—fél miLLion)
amount

___ Combination

(amount)

Coverage for Non-Sudden Accidental Occurrence

1. Date by which coverage must be demonstrated (check onec).
a. //, Jan. 16, 1983 (sales or revenues totaling $10 million or more)

*b. Jan. 16, 1984 (sales or revenues greater than $5 million but
less than $10 million)

*c. Jan. 16, 1985 (all other owners or operators)

*NOTE: If coverage for non-sudden accidental occurrence is
not in place, a letter of intent must be sent to
the Executive Director by January 16, 1983 stating
the date the owner or operator plans to have the
necessary coverage.

2. A letter of intent to the [xecutive Director has
been sent stating the date the owner or operator
plans to have coverage. Yes No H/A::(

3. Facility owner has demonstrated financial
responsibility for bodily and property damage
to third parties caused by non-sudden
accidental occurences by the required date
(3 million per occurrence; 6 million annual aggregate).
Yes o HNo o N/R

4. Specify method of liability coverage:

__Liability insurance

- ) (Amount
___\_/_Fmancial test igm,u_,@ ¢ W\lu.lbk)
{Amount)

“{Amount) .

_ Combination

TDWR -
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

“Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

SECTION: D -  335.65 ~.(9 paragraph: 44 i
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concrede beom . Seveudy boels were counteel | stncked 3 high.
Bevrele 4re markesd with o P'pro’pmd?. _L@b@:.l_s.__,_ﬁlf‘_f_’r;o'__._;j_._'«&@&;&_-
AA)WMV\&_\} ng}ns a0, Pcml-e_dl 1A c,!ch\ view . s }ore\/zoosl\,, ’124'c:99+
Sl'\n‘pwmt 13 %pevdL«% s \#q((

SECTION: Paragraph:

SECTION: Paragraph:
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WAS:.

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Lang?1||s CheckTist iRulep335.3dl-.318) Class of Waste (TH )
Srecn L WsTe  LANDFILL ok ok
FAoLT "oy

1. Is run-on diverted from the landfill?
(Effective November 19, 1981) ' "Yes /' No

2. Is run-off from the landfill collected?
(Effective November 19, 1981) YesJZC No

a. Is this waste analyzed to determine if it is .
a hazardous waste? N/A v, Yes No

(1) If it is a hazardous waste, how is it e4JF
managed? (Use narrative explanations sheet) ©¢% Comm >

(2) 1Is the collected run-off discharged through
a point source to surface waters? Yes No v/

(a) If Yes, list WQ Permit Number

**3.  Is the landfill managed so that wind dispersal is
controlled? (Note: blowing debris) YngZi No

4. Do records indicate that reactive or ignitable wastes
are placed in the landfill? Yes_gi No

a. If Yes, is it treated, rendered or mixed before :
or immediately after placement in the landfill
so it is no longer reactive or ignitable? N/A_ Yes ,/ No___

b. Describe treatment, etc., or attach a copy of treatment. V“‘X€f4 an¢\ ga,/

Do records indicate that incompatible wastes are placed
in separate landfills? N Yes_ No__

(8]

6. Do records indicate that bulk or non-containerized liquid
wastes or wastes containing free liquids are placed in
the landfill? (Effective November 19, 1981) Yes No /

‘

a. If Yes, is the liquid waste treated chemically or
physically, so no free liquids are present? _ N/A_ Yes_ No___
7. Do records indicate that containers holding liquid
wastes are placed in the landfi11? Yes  No_y
a. If Yes, is the container designed to hold liquids
for a use other than storage? (e.g. battery, capacitor)
(Effective November 19, 1981) Yes No

TDWR-

Page 1 of 30 of Group II

*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and response columns realigned)

**Note checklist questions to be noted or completed during on-site inspection
***No in this response column indicates noncompliance; yes indicates use of
T questionable management practice(s).




%k k
8. Do the landfills have the following:
a. A liner? Yes  No /
b. If Yes, what type?
c. For each landfill indicate active or inactive status a&*wne‘. One_
cloned gedl  to dete 7
d. A leachate collection and removal system? Yes Nq:i:
(1) If Yes, has leachate generation been Yes  No
detected?
(2) If Yes, provide volumes and dates that leachate has been removed
(3) How is leachate disposed?
9. Do records indicate that empty containers are placed
in the landfill? Yes  No/
a. If Yes, are they reduced in volume (e.g. shredded,
crushed)? (Effective November 19, 1981) Yes  No_
**10. Is there evidence of site instability? (e.g. erosion,
settling)? No/  Yes
**11.  Is there evidence of ponding of water on-site? No  Yes
**12. Is there any indication of improper or inadequate NoA(f Yes

drainage?

13. Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer to
Rule 335.191-.195 - Ground Water Monitoring) Yes v No

a. If Yes, has owner/operator installed, operated and

maintained a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)
prior to 11/19/812 Waived Yes // No
' Date

14. Describe landfill(s) site and indicate sketch location(s) and designation(s).
Also describe waste streams disposed in each lapdfill: >ee F.olihes
SK("'CL\ (_\+0\n 9‘?’3 ‘C"}‘\’J’\Cé‘ _}b —F&c.‘lnlﬂm CAQQQ"3+ N 'D‘ﬁ-pf."%‘%( Gf—

Apette. nod. OO0k (15 Ot Ot otf ., One cell | 31 oo \Imls?u

Note 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to Question 13 is yes.
Tiewse redee +o 7T ARLES S'ELL oF  URM'S  (Goreuad - weke

TDWR- doaldy  Assesomed Report  $bm - s -%H.
Page 2 of 30 of Group II ib;‘;:m.}v_( wa?.’:‘- s.ncﬁ rcy‘;w w‘ﬁdf)u.j;prmp{
*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and columns rea]ggnah

#-9,10 -k4.

**See Note on Page 1




T Checklist LmdFi1LLS
‘\,@ ‘kﬁach to correct checkTist)
- - Date __ % - /G_/?-Y‘/ |

Reg./Permit No. 30:37./14-\,,) Sooy3-
INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE oV

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

SECTION: Sz WASTES ZANNELY Paragraph: 3. a(__D
' ___S_Q!Jd_ V.\Q.""Q\{\a! IS \M\x-e.d hu'k‘\ S__Q(L’ CMPQC"{L’ r'+l1'QM bﬂc—kfl: ”QQ[_.

ij'tc\(_ Mémgese 2.{ lv\’\'efngJ W\AM\\(‘!SL 9\{5‘,'0»«/\, f"u/’u wrshes 5;

_&%&La,@‘amgndc cP\sJ,chgaf &gl-hj . Neess fo Hio
lawd &1 trea s ontralled and Signs are. gosu +»
deati £y Fhe sPrein, whsTe ve SanTaeY asies . Brecomo lobed

wwomg&l Jo  Basin ¥2 of He westewader _

SECTION: Paragraph:
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lewd & 1's  (scste A recnms | o

SECTION: | Paragraph:




W INDUSTRIAL SOLID WAS‘@
Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Langf1lls CheckTist iRule 335.347-.348) Class of Waste (_ ] )

SRV.TARY LANDFwL ko
FAcTy ¥ o¥ '
1. Is run-on diverted from the landfill?
(Effective November 19, 1981) Yes /' HNo

2. ls run-off from the landfill collected?
(Effective November 19, 1981) Yes / No

a. Is this waste analyzed to determine if it is
a hazardous waste? N/A_!: Yes Ho

(1) If it is a hazardous waste, how is it
managed? (Use narrative explanations sheet)

(2) Is the collected run-off discharged through
a point source to surface waters? Yes No

(a) If Yes, list WQ Permit Number

**3. Is the landfill managed so that wind dispersal is
controlled? (Note: blowing debris) Yes_gf' No
4. Do records indicate that reactive or ignitable wastes
are placed in the landfil1? Yes Hoﬁzf
a. If Yes, is it treated, rendered or mixed before
or immediately after placement in the landfill
so it is no longer reactive or ignitable? N/A Yes No

b. Describe treatment, etc., or attach a copy of treatment.

5. Do records indicate that incompatible wastes are placed J
in separate landfills? WAL Yes No

6. Do records indicate that bulk or non-containerized liquid
wastes or wastes containing free liquids are placed in
the landfill? (Effective November 19, 1981) Yes  No /
a. If Yes, is the liquid waste treated chemically or
physically, so no free liquids are present? N/N / Yes No

7. Do records indicate that containers holding liquid
wastes are placed in the landfill? Yes  No ,/
a. If Yes, is the container designed to hold liquids
for a use other than storage? (e.g. battery, capacitor)
(Effective November 19, 1981) Yes No

TDWR-

Page 1 of 30 of Group II

*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and response columns realigned)

**Note checklist questions to be noted or completed during on-site inspection
***No in this response column indicates noncompliance; yes indicates use of
T questionable management practice(s).




‘ . ‘ %k %k

8. Do the landfills have the following:

a. A liner? - Yes No v/

b. If Yes, what type?

c. For each landfill indicate active or inactive status 41}1V!, CvffCJ*%ZFA

o o! s 73 Bon
<]\ _under c\osure,
d. A leachate collection and removal system? Yes  No J/
(1) If Yes, has leachate generation been Yes " No
detected?

(2) 1If Yes, provide volumes and dates that leachate has been removed

(3) How is leachate disposed?

9. Do records indicate that empty containers are placed

in the landfill? Yes .,/ No_
a. If Yes, are they reduced in volume {e.qg. shredded,
crushed)? (Effective November 19, 1981) Yes ,/ No

**10. Is there evidence of site instability? (e.g. erosion,

settling)? No ,, Yes_ _
**11, Is there evidence of ponding of water on-site? No / Yes _
**12. Is there any indication of improper or inadequate -No_yi’ Yes

drainage?

13. Are monitor wells required for this site? .(Refer to
Rule 335.191-.195 - Ground Water Monitoring) Yes  No /

a. If Yes, has owner/operator installed, operated and
maintained a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)
prior to 11/19/81? Waived Yes No
— Date T
14. Describe landfill(s) site and indicate sketch location(s) and designation(s).
Also describe waste streams disposed in each landfill: cee den 206

o Ernuunes  sterelt . Recsves  (SASTE _ADS . OR3— 022

Note 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to Question 13 is yes.

TOWR-

Page -2 of 30 of Group 11

*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and columns realigned)
**see Note on Page -
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

. Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report - _ '
Surface Impoundments CﬁecEl1sf (TAC 335.287-.288) (jass of Waste (IL

TwrsY 4B - FLY B¢ Podd

o * %k
: FAoILTY 1.3
1. Are surface impoundments presently used to
“treat or store waste? Yes ,/ No___
a. If yes, inspect the impoundments.
**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least
2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? - Yes / No_
**3,  Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.
Is the facility compliant? - Yes / No
**4. Check for evidence of seepage. Is the facility
compliant? Yesl_ No_ig_’b’ Coum
5. .Containment system for dyked or dammed impound-
ments (335.283) -
**a. Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. grass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and ,
water erosion? Yes,/ No

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? , ATz No. 69 .
7
Ty _1heH

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes (chemical processing of a different
hazardous waste or method only)? N/A Yes . No

a. If not, does the owner/operator ‘have written
documented information on similar treatment

of similar wastes? Yes  No
8. Is this information retained in the operating
record? N/A__ Yes ,/ No

g, Is the impoundment inspected daily to check :
freeboard level? Yes No

10. Is the impoundment, dikes and vegetation
surrounding the dike inspected weekly to
detect leaks, deterioration or failures? Ye;JZ: No

TDWR- ,

Page 3 of 30 of Group II ]
*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page 1

***This response column indicates noncompliance.




*k*k

11. Does the impoundment have a liner? Yes ./ No,/

a. If Yes, what type? 4 bﬂ—‘;aﬂ.‘l’txb(()f/;/ -JTe.,oL (S Gchsilrquaf <4»
e, lucs‘L% SQJHL ’g/az.s i~ 1925 . othey [evees and '/&c lao‘hgu.\ o

tnuey Her unfaed.

—+4
b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and

removal system? Yes  No /
**¥12. Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes ' /
placed in the impoundment? Yes No
a. If Yes, explain in comments sheet [review 335.118(a)];
or
b. If Yes, is the impoundment used solely for
emergencies? Yes  No
**¥13. Is there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  No___
14, Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer—te
Rate—335T19+=195— Ground Water Monitoring) Yes,/ No urdler
_ o Waker Qualdy  Permdt
a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained H# WQR - e
a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)
prior to 11/19/81? Yes ~ No

NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to question 14 is yes.

G'W'W”VRU—Y, HPRIL- 9’4 RE‘EUL‘IS q—/cho/ ‘

- Describe impoundment(s) site and indicate plat map, location(s) and
designation(s). Also describe each impoundment's dimensions and capacity

(acre-feet): See o, 20 r/';aqu“" Skerelt . 28 ¢ geres ]_é-‘IX/Og;/O(J'

or /436 4(/\(;—&&

15

-

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos. Sa, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. 14 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet.

TOWR-

Page 4 of 30 of Group II

*(Changed 9/10/82, response formal realigned)
**See Note on Page 1

***See Note Page 3
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tach to correct checklist)
Date ?~//,.r/7—a’$/

Reg./Permit No. Z0/3% /H.,J- 520"
INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE /

LOoo

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET
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. | INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE ﬁ
Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Surface Tmpoupdments Cﬁec&l1sf (TAC 335.287-.288) (jass of Waste (116

Hewvy oRChUict TASMN

* Kk k
1. Are surface impoundments presently used to ///
treat store waste? Yes No
a. If yes, inspect the impoundments.
**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least
2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? ~Yes ./ MNo
**3,  Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.
Is the facility compliant? Yes_!f No
**4. Check for evidence of seepage. [s the facility V/
compliant? Yes No v se&
_ _ oHeched ot Grbom
5. Containment system for dyked or dammed impound- ' plas

ments (335.283)

**a. Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. grass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and
water erosion? Yes V// Ho

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? LQZJA‘:_ NeS. 0D ﬁoj;

ffLC/Q7c§§; [equ.cl (;44c;’ qéb éi:—;g}amlumiz Recoven E;YSVQQ,A,
' /7 / / !

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes (chemical processing of a different
hazardous waste or method only)? N/A Yes_::f No

a. If not, does the owner/operator have written
documented information on similar treatment
of similar wastes? Yes - Ho

8. Is this information retained in the operating
record? N/A Yes / No

9. Is the impoundment inspected daily to check
freeboard level? Yes  / Mo

10. Is the impoundment, dikes and vegctation
surrounding the dike inspected weekly to
detect leaks, deterioration or failures? Yes V/ No

TOWR-

Page 3 of 30 of Group II

*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page 1

***This response column indicates noncompliance.




///Aﬁﬂﬂmuq;fwnw.w” ' R .

* Kk

11. Does the impoundment have a liner? ] Yes No J/

a. If Yes, what type?

b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and
removal system? Yes Nq_kf/
**12. Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes .
placed in the impoundment? Yes_:{( No

a. If Yes, explain in comments sheet [review 335.118(a)]); see o &0A¢4 Eashma
or d c"/fﬁm st HOR  weste's
b. If Yes, is the impoundment used solely for ([tf.efc aha meter~ oo ingpe

emergencies? (ommedd” Yes  No_J/~
**3. Is there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  No /.

14. Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer to
Rule 335.191-.195 - Ground Water Monitoring) YesJZ( No

a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)

a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained
prior to 11/19/81? Yes_g{? No

NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water, Monitoring Report if answer to question 14 is yes.
LRST SwPuUl, P-1,/0-34, Please rete, do URM report (-24-44) G Telole s {g A
15. Describe impoundment(s) site and indicate plat map, location(s) and
designation(s). Also describe each impoundment's dimensions and capacity

(acre-feet): dee dein 23 FAc 1T SKE e I ‘___Lg_jegvg:;&;&z.m_é —
wlolclegh =[S coreedeat. Mt puted schedile o

Closesre. - £V 85 - EY 41

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos. 5a, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. 14 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet.

TOWR-

Page 4 of 30 of Group II

*(Changed 9/10/82, response formal realigned)
**See Note on Page |

***See Note Page 3
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Interim Status

Closure and Post-Closure Plans for the

Heavy Ovpanic Basin

These closurc nnq post-closure pinns have heen developed pursuant
to the requirements of TAC 335.211 throuph 335,220 and 335,266, Ouly hazard-
ous wastes with rhe charactevistic of ipnitanility arc p]nﬁu” Pnta Ul H0OG
As required in TAC 315,287, ignicable wiaritew com be placed fato o oartane
impoundment only if the waste is processed, rendered, or wized fnmediane]y
after placement in the suritace fwpoundument o that the resulting waste miz-

ture no longer weets the definition of ipnitable wante under 400 CFR 26012,

As stated in TAC 335.2806(0), 1Y oo demoustration can be omade thit none

of the material in the Impoundment is hazardow: waste ) then the fmpoundwernt

o

is not subjcct ta the requirenent s ol Sobchapter N, includin:g cloare plans.

Texas Eastwan Company has extensively sampled che mater tal in the ol
and determined that it does net weet the character it ie hneardoas want e,
Texas Factman will catensively vent

or contain a listed wasete. Ar closure,

the material io the HOB to comfirm that 1t 4 nonhavardoas ot the i of

closure.

Attached is our closure plan {or the HOW ymder the pgencral provisions
of 335.6(f). This plan will bhe followed durivy closure.  However, the conin
our e locure costs tor hazardoge

involved in this closure e not iacluded iy

waste facilities.

L T ety
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

- Compliance Mcnitoring Inspection Report
Surface Impoundments Tfheckhsf {TAC 335.287-. 288) Class of Waste (TA)

CHRoMATE SeT7L e BASIA) ok i
FAaLiTy 13
1. Are surface impoundments presently used to
Yes /No

treat ¥ store waste?

a. If yes, inspect the impoundments.

**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least
2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? Yes z{( No
**3, Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.
Is the facility compliant? . Yegléf No
**4, Check for evidence of seepage. Is the facility
compliant? Yes ,// No3&E™ Hiso
; . (> AOVNDLMTER
5. Containment system for dyked or dammed impound- SOMNTTOR 10
ments (335.283) RE0TS

**3, Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. grass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and
water erosion? Yes u/ No

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? ”‘LS,Q_ no. 033  cpol, )
P HbudeA-LIUht))' QAJI el c/\nwéig s/, ented -

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes (chemical processing of a different
hazardous waste or method only)? N/A Yes /Mo

a. If not, does the owner/operator have written
documented information on similar treatment

of similar wastes? Yes No

8. Is this information retained in the operating

record? N/A_ Yes  / No__
9. Is the impoundment inspected daily to check

freeboard level? Yes_sz No
10. Is the impoundment, dikes and vegetation

surrounding the dike inspected weekly to

detect leaks, deterioration or failures? Yes V// No

TDWR-

Page 3 of 30 of Group Il
*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page 1

***Thjs response column indicates noncompliance.




e ’

1.

**2.

**3.

14.

15.

TOWR-
Page

* kk
Does the impoundment have a liner? ] Yes NQ;ﬁ:
a. If Yes, what type?
b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and
removal system? Yes _ No
Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes :
placed in the impoundment? qu___ No ,/
a. If Yes, explain in comments shect [review 335.118(a)];
or
b. If Yes, is the impoundment used solely for
emergencies? Yes  No
Is there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  No /
Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer—tu
Rute—335+393-t95—6round Water Monitoring) ves,/ N o FERMIT ﬁi/?
- uﬂ? ooy ?/

a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained
a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)
prior to 11/19/817 ves,/ Ho

NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water Mon1tor1ng Report if answer to question 14 is5 yes.
SewgrdNup - APQL %‘( KesocTy  WisincHED

Describe impoundment(s) site and indicate plat map, location(s) and

designation{(s). Also describe each impoundment's dimensions and capacity

(acre-feet): 2 cc“}, 3(1"'21/-4/}!(, Udse_ cma,m e mos , q(ucljv-_

revoved 21' M - S«w; f// Caw.au@. - 0.%53 cu’c*v[‘/‘

/
€kdk. §<e-llww~ﬂll PWULJ1/§KHQH

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos. 5a, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. 14 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet.

4 of 30 of Group 11

*(Changed 9/10/82, response formal realigned)
**See Note on Page 1
***See Note Page 3
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/ INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE ‘
Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

Surface Tmpoundments CheckTist (TAT 335.28T7-.288) Class of Waste (
7 ltf
WASTEWATER. TREFTMEDT SYSTEWM. (WWTS) 15 Leg oS s
'F#}c-unTﬁ’ 2, :

1. Are surface impoundments presently used to
v treat g store waste? _ . Yes ./ No see commew

a. If yes, inspect the impoundments.

**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least

2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? _ YesAZf No
**3. Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.

Is the facility compliiant? Yes , / MNo
**4 . Check for evidence of seepage. Is the facility

compliant? Yes No

 However , SHuuoy ARUFER. (+45 Been) ORmimmwD
5. Containment system for dyked or dammed impound-
ments (335.283)

**3, Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. qrass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and
water erosion? " Yes )/ MNo

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? L”as*c_gﬂog_ oc,,oq‘;<910,

Ol 8, o, ol & oal.  NPdes Faxooochds  Dwk # weoos/3l

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes (chemical processing of a different ///
hazardous waste or method only)? N/A_ Yes No_

a. If not, does the owner/operator have written
documented information on similar treatment

of similar wastes? Yes  No__
8. Is this information retained in the operating
record? - N/A Yes_gf{ No
9. Is the impoundment inspected daily to check
freeboard level? Yes /' HNo

10. Is the impoundment, dikes and vegetation
surrounding the dike inspected weekly to
Yegifi

detect leaks, deterioration_or_fai]ures? * Mo

TDWR~ _
Page 3 of 30 of Group Il '

*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page 1

***This response column indicates noncompliance.




* kk
11. Does the impouhament have a liner? ] Yes quf;
a. If Yes,lwhat type?
b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and
removal system? ¢ Yes Nolfi
**12. Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes | :
~ placed in the impoundment? Yes /' No
a. If Yes, explain in comments sheet [review 335.118(a)];
or
b. 1f Yes, is the impoundment used solely for
emergencies? Yes N°4Zi
**13, Is there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in V/
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  NoV_
14. Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer to //
Rule 335.191-.195 - Ground Water Monitoring) Yes No

a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained
a ground water monitoring system (unless waived) y//
Yes

prior to 11/19/817 - No

NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to question 14 is yes.

Se¥ TARLES £ 6 in VRN'S  (-24-3 GROUMD-WATER QuaLrry ASSESSMENT LEPORT,
15. Describe impoundwent(s) site and indicate plat map, locatinn(s) and Lysr sAMPuG

designation(s). Also describe each impoundment's dimensions and capacity 7~ §,¢0-

(acre-feet): gee iTews 1OA 2 Tl Ties SKeTed4
ML LONDS  con? 833 dires Lthpoou_s /=3 ,Sknmmnul. LAM\S
¢ DT Pe s hm/z_ ‘tvkﬂ cm!«uv[ /.zf o)ff\ael&f./v() ad Jo¥g //) 04///9-4}

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos ba, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. 14 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet. -

TDWR-
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**See Note on Page |

***See Note Page 3




. Cherklist Copencs A
/ ﬁ (“%ch to eorract checEiw“
Date __Z-/p //?—8‘/
* Reg./Permit No. $Q13£(}tgg -
INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE iog‘l@i

C'omph'énce Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

SECTION:  wnITS Paragraph: 1
THe_CcomPily  Hus HWdD  DeliSite PenmoNs_iNT THE. P o
FWd Mewls Fae T WNTEaaTer JREATMENT  SUDesSs N

BA-ooS -8 AN tre TALLYS . LAGOONS (—R's  3cUDest
HRVE Q) DeTirmui-p TGO B HaedeDS . Dup o TS

_IRSLETIPN) . AeppD  LAGLeaN L (i Tew 100, CACL 1SS ruegTel )

HaD Pyren) Dergdnren . THE compady 1S TR 10 Pecile Hod To
HAUDLE THE SWWPeE g /or crovvrs.
SECTION: _ (WWTS Paragraph: 1)

THLANIRLE  WASTRS  STeeAnmS AR DL ED. unTH (LACLE YDLuymys
o WKTER.  IN T Ploc €SS Spuwpews , |

SECTION: Ny Paragraph: _ .




/ | ~ INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

‘Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Surface Impoundments CheckWist TTAC 335.287-.288) (1555 of Waste (TN
£ ol Pond Ao 1 =

*kKx
Facwmy ®q
1. Are surface impoundments presently used to A
treat or store waste? Yes No
a. If yes, inspect the impoundments.
**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least
: 2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? ' YesJZi No
**3, Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.
Is the facility compliant? : Yes:{i No
**4. Check for evidence of seepage. Is the facility ' '
compliant? Yes .,/ No
5. Containment system for dyked or dammed impound-
ments (335.283)
**3, Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. grass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and
water erosion? Yesli_ Ho

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? glq%lc, nos. 62?8'637”4)

i o (1)

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes {(chemical processing of a different
hazardous waste or method only)? N/A_ Yes ,~ No

a. If not, does the owner/operator have written
documented information on similar treatment
of similar wastes? Yes No

8. Is this information retained in the operating

record? N/A  Yes J/ No
9. Is the impoundment inspected daily to check

freeboard level? Yes_:{f No
10. Is the impoundment, dikes and vegetation

surrounding the dike inspected weckly to

detect leaks, deterioration or failures? Yes_zi No

TDWR-
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*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page 1

***This response column indicates noncompliance.




G ¢ &
/ | | o

11. Does the impoundment have a liner? J

a. If Yes, what type? fo)' comincieD OLW‘(

b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and
removal system? Yes No /
**12. Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes .
placed in the impoundment? Yes No /
a. If Yes, explain in comments sheet [review 335.118(a)];
or
b. If Yes, is the impoundment used solely for
emergencies? Yes Ho

**13. Is there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  No v
14. Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer—to
Rote—335+191-_196—-Ground Water Monitori:g) qu{{ No / <clussT
: . PeRmir FwQ ood Fl—> O pons- 1 29w 0OUS
a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained
a ground water monitoring system (unlcss waived)
prior to 11/19/817? Yes_!{ Ho
(-1 |
NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to question 14 is yes.
SEN ANNVALLY  APRIL 'Y AelouTs KATThCHeD
15. Describe impoundment(s) site and indicate plat map, location(s) and
designation{(s). Also describe ecach impoundment's dimensions and capacity

(acre-feet): see chewn 29 Fagurt HeteH, 29 zowres W
2.0 dee.deet | L

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos. 5a, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. |4 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet.

TDWR -
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Groundwater Data
Texas Eastrman Cempany .

lst Quarter, i98:%

¥R LIVEL R Tt

HELL NUM ABUIFER SES STAT MASNIDILN 20TRSSIUM
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- : 2 K
B 2 =8 8 W i
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All parameters expressed as ppm excapt pH and specific conductivity

1Groundwa:er Quality Assessment Plan indicates 24-S monitors nonhazardous landfill




/ | _ INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

‘Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Surface Impoundments CheckWist [TAC 335.281-.288) (1555 of Waste (TN

FL Kol Pond Mo . 4

* %k k
Faewny %4
1. Are surface impoundments presently used to :
treat or store waste? Yes No
a. 1If yes, inspect the impoundments.
**2. Does the impoundment appear to maintain at least
: 2 feet (60 cm) of freeboard? Yesaéi No
**3, Check for evidence of overtopping of the dike.
Is the facility compliant? YesJ{i No
**§, Check for evidence of seepage. Is the facility ' |
compliant? - Yes .,/ No_
5. Containment system for dyked or dammed impound-
ments (335.283)
**3. Does the earthen dike have a protective cover
(e.g. grass, shale, rock) to minimize wind and
water erosion? — Yesli* Mo

6. What wastes are treated or stored in the impoundment? Uz‘s-‘c, nos. 2% [ﬂ’o

7. Are waste analyses and trial tests conducted on
these wastes (chemical processing of a different _
hazardous waste or method only)? N/JA  Yes .,/ No

a. If not, does the owner/operator have written
documented information on similar treatment
of similar wastes? Yes No

8. Is this information retained in the operating :
record? N/A  Yes / Ho

9. Is the impoundment inspected daily to check
freeboard level? Yesmzf Ho

10. 1s the impoundment, dikes and vegetation
surrounding the dike inspected weekly to
es.)/

detect leaks, deterioration or failures? Ho

TDWR-
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*(Changed 9/10/82, response format realigned, other minor changes)
**See Note on Page |

***This response column indicates noncompliance.




%k ke
11. Does the impoundment have a liner? ' Yes No

a. If Yes, what type?
b. If Yes, does it have a leachate collection and

removal system? Yes No

**12. Is there evidence of ignitable or reactive wastes
placed in the impoundment? Yes  No
a. If Yes, explain in comments sheet [review 335.118(a)];
or

b. If Yes, is the impoundment used solely for

emergencies? fes No

**¥13. s there evidence of incompatible wastes placed in
the impoundment [if yes, review 335.118(b)]? Yes  No_

14. Are monitor wells required for this site? (Refer to
Rule 335.191-.195 - Ground Water Monitoring) Yes  No

a. Has owner/operator installed, operated and maintained
a ground water monitoring system (unless waived)
prior to 11/19/81? Yes No

NOTE 1: Attach Ground Water Monitoring Report if answer to question 14 is yes.

15. Describe impoundment(s) site and indicate plat map, location(s) and
designation{(s). Also describe each impoundment's dimensions and capacity
(acre-feet):

NOTE 2: If the answer is No for Nos. 5a, 7a, 8, 9, 10 and No. 14 after
11/19/81, explain in comments sheet.

DvRine  Th 7_,./4I 17 ’8'/ J‘US/’L—YT/OU , ¢y ast Frulo th WAS
o BsthnvTraLY clodeO. Tite STe  HAP Been) conTovRED) HVD
- ad TuTeEmEDRTE OVER. Prdecn.  FM4e CHPPNL wite Liesry

St WU T AMEXT o DAYS.
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
-Tanks Checkl1s ule 76T-.

Section A - G 1 BY-PRSDOCT FukL IoRAGE 3ysTew
ection enera Faauiy Hs

1. Are tanks presently used to $reat—qr store waste? Yes V// No

* kK

a. 1If no, do not complete rest of form. iy, G/Aw« ] 0 ereumpr  under THC

1)L
b. If yes, check tanks Pesqribe type of tank and indicate underground,lg%Siq (336’
above ground, o n comments sheet).

¢c. Is there evidence that incompatible wastes have
been placed in the tank? - Yes  No

(1) If yes, refer to 335.118(b) and explain in comments sheet.

d. Check tank(s) for evidence of any ruptures, leaks
or corrosion. Is facility compliant [335.264(a)(4)]? Yes¢£_ No

2. Are there any uncovered tanks? Yes  No /

a. If no, do not complete b. - e.

b. If yes, do they have 2 feet (60 cm) freeboard? or N/A_ Yes  No
c. A containment structure? (e.g. dike or trench !
equal to volume of 2 feet of tank) or N/A__ Yes  No
d. A drainage control system? N/A  Yes No]__‘_
e. A diversion structure? (e.g. standby tank) N/A Yes No]___

NOTE 1: The structure in c, d or e must have a capacity that
equals or exceeds the volume of the top 2 feet (60 cm) of the
tank; any one yes answer for 2b, ¢, d or e indicates compliance.

3. Are any of the tanks continuous feed? Yes No v/

a. If yes, is it equipped with a means to stop inflow (e.q.
waste feed cutoff or bypass to a stand-by tank)? Yes No

Section B - Waste Analysis

1. Is the tank used to store one waste excliusively?  Yes ,{ No

a. If no, what are the different wastes stored in the tank?

TDWR~
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*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and reworded some questions)

**Note checklist questions to be noted or completed during on-site inspection
***No checked in this column indicates noncompliance.




Are waste ana]ys!s and trial treatment or ‘

* ok
storage tests done on these different wastes? N/A Yes v// No
NOTE 1: Not applicable for less than 90 day
storage [335.69(a)(2)].

(1) If no, does he have written, documented
information on similar storage or treatment

of similar wastes? N/A Yes No
c. Are there records available of these wastes . V/
analyses in the operating record? N/A Yes No

Section C - Inspections (Where Present) 335.264

1. Do the records indicate the owner/operator inspects,
where present, the following at least daily:

a. Discharge control equipment (e.g. waste feed
cut-off, bypass and/or drainage system)? Yegﬁii No
b. Monitoring equipment (e.g. pressure and
temperature gages)? Yes_z{ No
c. Level of waste in each uncovered tank? KVQ}_;ZZ Yes  No_
2. Do the records indicate the owner/operator
inspects the following at least weekly:
a. Construction materials of tanks for corrosion or leaks? Yes_!f_ No
b. Construction materials of and area surrounding
discharge confinement structures for erosion or //
signs of leakage? Yes /  No
3. Is there a written inspection schedule (Rule 335.116)7 Yesy Mo
a. If yes, is the schedule kept at the site? Yes:&? No
b. If no for 3 or 3a, explain in the comments sheet.
4, Is there evidence of ignitable wastes placed in tanks? Yesti No
a. If yes, do records indicate that they are treated,
rendered, or mixed before or immediately after
placement in the tank so it no longer meets the 2
definition of ignitable? or Yes  No Jf:
** b. Is the waste protected from sources of ignition? Yesti Noz___
(1) If yes, use comments sheet to describe separation
and confinement procedures. SY$+Cv~ s encles {7

bo"w 'pd , e 5"10’(«\ LS ’”O{'HL,'/‘('? I
(2) If no, use comments sheet to describe sources ) f’ Rk
of ignition. or lowfms aveds.

TDWR-
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*(Changed 9/10/82, added *** note and 2 notes added)
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1 . .
. y / .
: | | 6
. .
L .
1

Is the tank used solély for emergencies? Y 2
NOTE 2: Only one of the three questions 4a, b, ¢ &s__ Mo —gﬁ{
answered yes indicates compliance.

* %k

~

5. Is there evidence of reactive wastes placed in tanks? Yeg No

|

a. If yes, do records indicate that they are treated
rendered, or mixed before or immediately after
placement in the tank so it no longer meets the

definition of reactive? or Yes No

**b. Is the waste protected from sources of reaction? Yes No]

(1) If yes, use comments sheet to describe separation
and confinement procedures.

(2) If no, use comments sheet to describe sources of
reaction. or

c. Is the tank used solely for emergencies? Yes No]
NOTE 1: Only one of the three questions 5a, b, c T —
answered yes indicates compliance.

6. Do the records indicate that incompatible wastes
are placed in the same tank? Yes No v/

—_——

a. If yes, review 335.118(b) and explain in the comments sheet.

7. If a waste is to be placed in a tank that previously
held an incompatible waste do nperating recnrd-

IrCiCETE TN2T TTE TETY w23 wa3res? T, W )

a. if yes, revizw 332.118(b) anc describe washing proceduren.

b. Describe how it is possible for incompatible waste to be placed in the same
tank.

8. Describe tank(s) site and indicate plat map location{s) and designationis),

Aleo describe size and capacity of each tank: see rhew 32 , —aouTY

i SVETCH 2. lo;ooo:m/ },J /', {woqzv( k. fecod Ahe pac

- ) 7 |
i’o.lu 'é.fcao fe fe J‘/tlv’,— [ldz$ -90,00030( C“;’ﬂkbu[;?‘.
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.ﬂ INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE P

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report
Ground Water Monitoring Program (335.191-.195)

1. Ground Water Monitoring Status:
Detection : quarterly sampling / ; semi annual sampling
Alternate (date approved) Waiver = (date approved)
Assessment 7-9.5-§3 (date approved) Required but not monitoring

Yes No Not Applicable

2. Has the following been installed in the uppermost
~aquifer around the waste management area(s):

At least one hydraulically upgradient well? ii
At least three hydraulically downgradient wells? w!(?

3. If the waste management area includes multiple waste
management facilities, is each facility adequately
monitored? _&[/ L

4. Provide a diagram locating each monitoring well
and waste site{s). List depths, diameter and
completion data on each well not included on
the previous inspection.

5. Has an adequate ground water sampling and analysis U/
plan been developed?
Date of evaluation:
If not, list deficiencies:

Is the plan followed? _1{( L

6. If monitoring for the first year, are the samples
analyzed for: , __z{

EPA drinking water standards?

L]
Ground water quality parameters?
Ground water contamination parameters?

Are 4 replicate measurements made for each upgradient
well sample?

Are ground water surface elevations determ1ned
at each well each sampling event?

7. Does the facility have an adequate Ground Water
Quality Assessment Plan outline? v//

Date of evaluation: }-20-83

TOWR-
Page 20 of 30 Group 11
Revised 10/13/83




10.

For facilities in their second or later year of ground
water sampling and analysis: '

o Yes No
Are wells sampled and analyzed annually for ground
water quality parameters? _z{_ L
Are wells sampled and analyzed semi-annually for
ground water contamination parameters? 1{_ e
Are ground water surface elevations determined at
each well for each sampling event? v
Were ground water surface elevations evaluated
annually to determine whether monitoring wells
are properly placed? _yé L
Were changes to the monitoring system V/
necessary, to maintain compliance with 335.192(a)?

If so, describe:

Are 4 replicate measurements made for each upgradient
and downgradient well sample?
If not, explain:

Are statistical comparisons, using the Student's
t-test at the 0.01 level of significance,
performed:

Between the initial background mean and current upgradient

well analyses for contaminated parameters? .
Between the initial background mean and current downgradignt
well analyses for contamination parameters? _xff L

If there is more than one upgradient well, are all

the background data combined resulting in one

background mean with variance for each contamination
parameter or is each upgradient well mean and ¢//
variance compared separately with downgradient Py L
well analyses? Circle appropriate phrase.

No significant increases {or pH decreases)
in contamination parameters been found in the:

Upgradient wells? v/
If no, did the company report the upgradient T
well change on the annual report form?

Downgradient wells? A

TDWR -
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Not

Applicable




’ f?*gignificant increases (or pH decreases) in

Resample the "affectéd" well(s), split the
sample in two and analyze for the respective
changing contamination indicator(s)?

Confirm the significant difference?

Notify the Executive Director within 7 days
of confirmation?

Submit a certified ground water quality
assessment plan within 15 days of
notifying Executive Director?

[f an assessment progfam is on-qoing,
describe what has been completed so far.

Assessmerr M PorkT

What is the expected completion date?

. Ground water analyses indicate no
hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents detected?

If yes, was the original detection monitoring
program reinstated?

If no, has an approved quarterly ground watcr
monitoring program been impliemented?

If the company is pertorming an alternate
ground water monitoring program, is an adequate
sampling and analysis plan followed?

. Are all wells sampled with the same equipment .~ A
. i

and procedures? 7FC§

//_‘-
Is sampling equipment cleaned between wells
to prevent cross-contamination?

. Have records been kept of:
Analyses for ground water parameters?
Calculations of means and variances?

Water surface clevations taken at each
well each sampling event?

Calculations of significant differences?

Tege Lloon il

Revised 10/13/83

‘downgradient wells were detected, did the company:

No Not Applicable

SURM (TTED ﬁ/u294892 TOWR
b-2G-3Y ResPodse ATTHAED




,ysegkof duplicate samples for
atamination confirmation?

p
]

Plan?

¢ Results of Ground Water Quality Assessment p

Rates of migration?

Concentration of hazardous waste and/or

constituents thereof?

Analyses of quarterly ground water samples?

TDWR -
Page 23 of 30
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--7;aiyses of samples taken as a result of
L. implementing the Ground Water Quality Assessment
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

*Closure and Post-Closure Compliance Review Checklist
(TAC Section 335.211-.220

Fok

Note: List each type of hazardous waste T, S, D facility, number and volume in
the comments sheet.

1. CLOSURE PLAN; Is there a written plan? Yesti No

1. Does the plan identity the *MAXIMUM EXTENI OF
OPERATION which will be unclosed during the _
1ife of the facility? Yes ,{ MNo

*Note: The rules [335.213(a)(1)] require that the closure plans identify
the maximum extent of the operation which will be unclosed during
the Tife of the facility. [f the plan is based on the expected
extent of operations to be closed just prior to closure, it is
important to consider whether that represents the "maximum" in this
question,

2. Does the plan identify the steps for PARTIAL and/or
COMPLETE CLOSURE [335.213(a)], at any time during the
intended operating life, of ) o

a. surface impoundments? N/A Yegf{_ No
b. landfills? - NN Yes / No
c. tanks? N/A  Yes,/ No
d. other (specify: ) Yes  No
3. Is there an cstimate of the MAXIMUM INVENTORY
of wastes in storage or treatment at any time .
during the life of the facility? N/A Yesmg{ No
4. Does the plan clearly identify the STEPS T0
CLOSE [335.213(a)]?
a. at any point during the intended
operating life? YQS"Kff No
b. at the end of the intended operating
life? ' Yes Ho

TDWR-
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*(Changed 10/13/83, added question to 1 above; this checklist is for use with
"Part A" permit applicants thal have not submitted "Part B" applicatinn)

**This response column indicates noncompliance.




Are the following STEPS TO CLOSE included in

the plan:

a.

b.

f.

removal of wastes [335.214(a)]?
treatment of wastes [335.214(a)]?
waste disposal [335.214(a)]?
cover [335.344(a) 7%

decontamination of equipment and
structures [335.213(a)(3)]?

closure certification [335.216]7

6. Does the plan describe the DECONTAMINATION
(335.213(a)(3)] of facility equipment and
structures?

7. With respect to CERTIFJCATION of closure
(335.216), does the closure plan describe
scheduled or estimated number of inspections?

8. Does the plan identify the YEAR when

closure is expected to occur
[335.213(a)(4)]?

9. 1Is there a SCHEDULL for

final closure

activities [335.213(a)(4)]?

10.

Closure plan evaluated ff*'?»ﬂd/ . Adequate

(date)

COMMENTS

Year _2-,’_5.___k_é;"d

g‘g/_-__JZIL_‘.?LﬁAUL-J:_QQQQ%m»l ‘QD_Q‘S-QJSF‘_C_CIQ( "U’CCJ"" S“}QL‘Q{)&-__
Area- 2050 -~ Heawy Orcgmics Ragin. -1591 - STpec.a-(

wasfe Lond 811 1955

-LUA bl'c, UQ’(r 'T/-m‘(/]gwé’

2050 ; ind T ruuzf_-(_%{c.\g._.:__é?pfff

Syshenn-
/

The _closyee /, pos] - ¢ losure p[mu..czmw:i_i‘m_y_em ______
wlye «{{\/elo‘pzo{ L resfonse o FY &3 ;nspuﬂe««,\i____

TDWR-

Page 25 of 30 of Group Il
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*(Changed 10/13/83, added checklist for use with "Part A" permit applicants that

have not submitted "Part B" application)
**This response column indicates noncompliance.




ﬁ ﬁ okl

“I1.  POST-CLOSURE PLAN CHECKLIST: Is there a written
plan? *N/A Ye54// No

3Per/|m, whstps LUADFILL f‘rél‘h/( ORGANISS qusu) MWD VESTEWRTEF

'Tlaﬂrwm SYSTE
1. Does the post-closure plan provide for 30 . V//
years of post-closure care? N/A Yes No

RorviReD Fok:

*Note: 1f no post closure required, proceed to
Cost.Estimate Checklist.

How many years of post-closure
care?
2. Does the plan clearly identify the ACTIVITIES
required in the post-closure care? Yes_xff No
3. Do the MAINTENANCE PLANS for waste contain-
ment structures [335.218(a)(2)] include:

a. maintaining final cover (erosion damage
repair) frequencies [335.344(d)(1)]?

Yes_J{{ No
YesJZ: No

b. vegetation and fertilizing frequencies
[335.218(a)(2)(A)]1?

c. collecting, removing, and treating leachate
N/A

activities [335.344(d)(2)]? Yes No
d. collecting, remov1ng, and treating leachate V/

frequencies [335.344(d)(2)]? N/A Yes No
e. gas collection activities //

[335.344(d)(3)]7? N/A Yes No

f. gas co]lection frequencies
[335.344(d)(3)]? N/AEK( Yes  No
4. Do MONITORING EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE plans
[335.218(a)(2)(B)] include:

a. activities? Yes_zi_ No

b. frequencies? Y(GJZL No
5. Does the plan identify the name, address and

phone number of the POST-CLOSURE PERIOD CONTACT

(335.218(a)(3)]? YeS/ No

TDWR-
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*(Changed 10/13/82; added checklist for use with "Part A" permit applicants
that have not submitted "Part B" application)

**This response colum indicates noncompliance.




For landfills, does the post-closure plan
address the following objectives and indicate
how they will be achieved [335.344(b)]?

a. Control of pollution migration via ground
water, surface water, and air.

b. Control of surface water infiltration,
including prevention of pooling.

c. Prevention of erosion.

7. For land treatment operations, does the
post-closure plan address the following
objectives and indicate how they will be
achieved [335.327(a)]?

a. Control of migration of hazardous wastes
and constituents into the ground water.

b. Control of the release of contaminated
runoff into surface water.

c. Control of the release of airborne
particulate contaminants caused by
wind erosion.

d. Protection of food chain crops.

8. For landfills and land treatment operations,
does the post-closure plan include at least
a narrative statement indicating that the
following factors were considered in address-
ing the closure objectives [335.327(b),
335.344(b)]?

a. Type and amount of waste.
b. Mobility and rate of migration.

c. Site location, topography, and
surrounding land use.

d. Climate, including precipitation.

e. Characteristics of the cover, including
material, final surface contour, thick-
ness, porosity, permeability, slope,
vegetation.

TDWR-
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N/A

N/A

N/A

./

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

* ok

Yes v/ No

YesJZi No
Yegjz_ No

Yes___ No__ﬁ
Yes Nom__
Yes  No
Yes No

Yes J/ No

ves /Mo

YOSJZ: No

Yes:{! No

YesJZL No

*(Changed 9/30/82, added checklist for use with "Part A" permit applicants

that have not submitted "Part B" application)
**This response column indicates noncompliance.




s é .
///(//( f. Geological and soil profiles and //
surface and subsurface hydrology. N/A Yes No

g. Unsaturated zone monitoring. N/A y// Yes No

h. Type, concentration, and depth of

hazardous constituent migration as
compared to background concentrations. N/A v/ Yes No

9. Does the plan address the requirement for ///
notice to the local land authority (335.219)7 Yes ./ No

10. Does the p]an'address the requirement for : .b//
notice in the deed (335.220)? Yes « No

11. Post closure plan evaluated %, ggg{ﬂ{Adequate Yes  No_
- ate o

COMMENTS

Viery :7%! preveh. .
/ J

TDWR-
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*(Changed 10/13/83; added checklist for use with "Part A" permit applicants that
have not submitted "Part B" application)

**This response column indicates noncompliance.




COST ESTIMATE; Evaluated: ¢-27- N/A ves” Wo
- ate -

1. Is there a written closure cost estimate [335.232(a)] V//
(Supp. 14 of Group I for estimated cost? Yes v No

2. Is the closure cost estimate adequate to cover all
required closure activities [335.232(a)]? Yes_zf( No

If "No", specify in comments.

3. Is there a written post-closure cost ;//
estimate [335.233(a)]? N/A Yes v No

4. Is the annual estimate multiplied by 30 to
cover the entire post-closure care period
[335.233(b)1? Yes_gi( No

or number of years

5. Is the cost estimate adequate to cover all the activities l//
No

in the post-closure plan [335.218(a)]? Yes
Including labor costs? Yes . No
As well as the requirements of notice l«clvoLcd | c(osurc, <10Y¢;
to local land authorities and in deeds
(335.219 and .220)? Yes ~ No
COMMENTS

TDWR-
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*(Changed 10/13/83, added checklist for use with "Part A" permit applicants that
have not submitted "Part B" application)

**This response column indicates noncompliance.
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Comp]iaﬁ Monitoring Inspection Reporté
Financial Assurance, Closure and Post Closure Worksheet

" To be completed if the facility treats, stores or disposes of hazardous waste such
that a permit is required or if the facility has submitted a Part A Application.

EPA No. XD 603230002

Focility: Texus Su<mmas) co., Permit/Reg.He. HuWsSood3-co0
Tnspection Date Juwy 1L-17 :‘i?ll

Address: e TEKAS
Facility aner.70pera"for flsca'l Year End: Month Day
WS Kiwd : o :
1. Preinspection call to Beb—gpydrm—f?@ﬁﬂ confirms the facility has submitted

current financial assurance documents. Yes No N/A
If yes, check the documents submitted:

(Z/Sudden liability amount $ per occurrence, leu annual

on-Sudden liability amount 3w\.,_,_ per occurrence, 3 [, v whwl . annual
losure assurance amount $ < S e Si'goo
Post Closure assurance amount

KimBLy

-B;y-&o» reports documents adequate Yes . No N/A

If no, Vist problems

For the following questions, review appropriate inspection checklist answers
{(Group 1-Major pages 8-10, Non-major-page 3, and Group ll-pages 21-27)

Yes v No

Ov/N/A

N/A

3. Closure Plan is adequate

4. Closure Cost Esnmate, amount 3 57144 pod.

is adequate Yes
If no, list proper an?ount $J_Q_,Jd_‘{,900

5. Post Closure Plan is adequate Yes " No  N/A

6. Post Closure Cost Estimate, amount $ 715000
is adequate Yes /No N/A
If no, list proper amount §

7. Facility has provided financial assurances for
closure Yes__.{__No_____N/A_____
1f yes, date effectlve 5~ 2347’ Date expires e .
Instrument FAen, TeST

8. Facility has provided financial assurances for
post closure Yos /_No N/A
If yes, date effective 3-23 %Y ___Date expires 3 -23-¥o-
Instrument FANAVCIA . _TesT —

9. Facility has provided appropriate sudden liability
coverage Yes / No N/A
[f yes, date effective fgﬁgszl Date expires 2385
Instrument MWNOGW . TeEsT

10. Facility has provided appropriate non-sudden liability
-coverage Yes No N/A
If yes, date effective 2,23 -4 , Date expires 115 X5
Instrument F{Mﬂf[‘ml TEST

TOWR-Appendix Page 2 of Group 11-Added FY 1984 for use with all TSD facilities




@ o @%FORM SUBMITTED

By: T, . D)S
Date: ?"U&J?"KL{

MAJOR FACILITIES STATUS SHEET
Initial / Update _

ID No.: IXDC2(>333C2&QS~___ Registration/Permit—Ho. : 30&}}/&»0@13—000

Facility Name: TtxWs SHIImAN .CO, . District No.: __7215;___"'
1. Ground Water Monitoring Status
Detection ) Waiver
Assessment 7 NA ——
2. Ground Water Monitoring Well System
a. Evaluated? NA NE  DATE EVAL'D
b. Adequate? YES N o
3. Ground Water Sampling, Analysis and Evaluation Program
a. Evaluated? NA N  DATE EVAL'D [,-3-82 (iniTine
b. Adequate? . = YES NO . Rt'SFbU-%e’ o

. e . - REFOLT
4. Notice of Significant Increase in Parameter Concentrations ggﬂrﬂfgo?g‘s Iugp?
RevoaT rot. tvarvdiron)

Submitted? NA N DATE SUB'D [-2-8D
5. Ground Water Quality Assessment Report

a. Submitted?  NA NO } DATE SuB'D 4-24-%4

b. Evaluated? N T DATEEVAL'D (-24-34

c. Adequate? YES / 9‘,@‘1{9550“& _ -

d. Showed hazardous waste constituenhts in ground water?

o YES / NO

6. Waiver Demonstration

a. Evaluated? NA __/ NE DATE EVAL'D

b. Adequate? YES NO T

7. Ground Water Monitoring Records

a. Evaluated? - NA NE DATE EVAL'D Z-/b 135

b. Adequate? YES T T Ne T




o - 2
S ? % ID & TXNOEP220200

8. Activities Subject to Closure/Post-Closure

Landfill { Incinerator [
Surface Impoundment g [7 Waste Pile %?% _
Land Treatment/Application _wh - Other (Specify) .

e JTORMoE HREA

9, Closure Plan

a. Evaluated? NE DATE EVAL'D —,'22——?‘/
b. Adecgquate? . YES NO jﬁm‘

10. Closure Cost Estimate

a. Evaluated? NA___ + NE___ DATE HVAL'Dj212}>84
b. Adequate? YES NO T
c. Amount: S 10 (Y. o UNKNOWN

1 4 = _ -

11. Closure Assurance Instrument(s)

a. Evaluated? NA NE DATE EVAL'D

b. Adequate? YES  NO NO INSTRUMENT o
c. Type(s): COVERS OMLY - 5;/@4;5;b
INSURANCE
TRUST FUND__ FINANCIAL TEST o
FINANCIAL BOND CORPORATE GUARANTEE
PERFORMANCFE BOND STATE GUARANTEE -
LETTER OF CREDIT OTHER STATE MECHANISM

12. Post-Closurc Plan

a. Evaluated? NA NE__ DATE EVAL'D JZﬂQQLKJ
b. Adequate?  YES  NO =

13. Post-Closure Cost Estimate

a. Evaluated? HNA_ NE DATE EVALW}vgtizzigf

b. Adequate? YES NO

c. Amount: S 44 00D UNKNOWN_ _
. 14

14. Post-Closure Assurance Instrument(s)

a. Evaluated? NA NE__ DATE EVAL'D_
b. Adequate? YES Y NO___  NO INSTRUMENT ]
c. Type(s): T
INSURANCE
TRUST FUND FINANCIAL TEST_/
FINANCIAL BOND_ CORPORATE GUARANTEE _
PERFORMANCE BOND STATE GUARANTEE

LETTER OF CREDIT OTHER STATE MECHAN ISM

._.—m——::—:—.;, l




15,

16.

17.

18.

19,

ﬁ Ip ¢ TXD 002'_3_}_0202

Sudden Liability Instrument(s)

a. Evaluated? NA___ NE___ DATE EVAL'D 5f/o<lﬁ_
b. Adequate? YES  NO___ NO INbTRUMLNT
c. Amount: S_Llﬁttgfper occurrence, :L Aﬂiirannual aggregate
d. Type(s): -
INSURANCE POLICY STATE GUARANTEE
FINANCIAL TEST_V . OTHER STATE MECHANISM

Nonsudden Liability Instrument(s)

a. Evaluated? 'NA___ . NE___ DATE EVAL'D 5}%2:g31_
b. Adequate? YES ¢/~ NO ~ NO INSTRUMENT |
c. Amount: S$%GmplL per occurrence, $ o mitl annual aggregate
d. Type(s):

INSURANCE POLICY STATE GUARANTEE

FINANCIAL TEST V_ OTHER STATE MECHANISM

Closure Process

a, Process Begun? NO V// DATE BEGUN
b. In accordance with approved plan and

required procedures? YES NO_
c. Closure certifications received? NO DATE REC'D
d. Facility relecased from closure assurance and liability
requirements? NA NO DATE RELEASED

Post-Closure Process

a. Process Begun? NA NO .~ DATE BEGUM
b. In accordance with approved plan and T

required procedures? YES NO__
c. Survey plat/Record of wastcs received? NO DATE REC'D
d. Post-closure period completed? NO_ DATE COMPLETED _
e. Facility released from post-~closure assurance

requirements? NA___ NO DATE RELEASED -

Permit Application

a. called? NO  DATE CALLED

b. Reason? GROUND WATER B FINANCIAL ASSURANCE
CLOSURE O LIABILITY COVERAGE
OTUER




2y 1 AR,

Table | (Cor . : }

Date
(EACLTY Locatron  Samples  Ca Mg Ms K MCO3  C) My F ks Co Cu P M0 I PMK pA TUC DS IS5 TS oS¢
= = hl 23 - ) o
?ﬂ@g---fYEX-ZO-S 10/22/81 400 70 3% 13.3 - 447 ~3 - 10 0.2 <0.1 - 7.7 0.1 <1 5. 5100 slz6 148 5274 -
I 11/062/81 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 6.0 5305 - - - 4250
[ 1/10/8t - - . . - - - - . - - - . - . 5.7 4650 - . - 487
i CLQS-‘!J TEX-22-S 10/22/31 70 5 42 1.2 - 54 <3 - 1 <«0.1 <«0.1 - 0.7 «<0.1 <1 6.7 23 348 1248 472 -
B Y 11/03/81 - - - - - . - - - . - - - - - 6.6 7 . . - 483
11/10/81 - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - 6.6 7 - - - 430
C + TEX-23-5 10/22/81 14 7 43 4.0 - 70 <3 - 1 <0.1 <01 - 1.1 «0.1 <1 5.3 45 344 58 406 -
&md-av-j 11/02/81 - - - - - - - - . - - - . - - 6.1 18 - - - 600
11710/81 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 5.8 16 - - - 650,
SwL, Tex-24-5 11/03/81 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 6.9 8 - - - 625
11/11/81 - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - 6.6 6 - - - 675
SwbL  Tex-25-5 11/03/81 . - - - . - . - . . - - - . . 6.9 8 - - - 625
11711781 - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - 6.8 7 - - - 683
LAS&:!:%TEX-Z-D 07/22/81 1.7 0.7 310 6 400 48 <l 4.6 <1 <0.1 <0.1 <1 <0.1 0.1 - 8.8 21 - - - 1400
11/02/81 - - - - - - . - - S - - - - - 8.7 4 - - - 1290
aond TEX-3.D 07/22/8i 1.7 1.1 305 23 360 159 <l <4 1 <.} 0.1 <1 o©.1 0.2 - 5.7 67 - - - 1420
Tal gy3 TEx-4-0 07/22/81 1.9 0.6 220 4.3 400 59.6 <l <4 <1 <D.1 <0.1 <1 0.1 0.1 - 8.7 10 - - - 975
11/02/81 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 8.2 13 - - - 850
11r11/81 - - - - - - - - . - - - . - - 8.4 4 - - - 269
11/712/81 - - - - - - - - . - - - . - R 8.6 4 - - - 999
Swb, Tix-5-0 11/702/81 - - - - - - - - . . - - . - - 8.6 14 . . - 1e09
VFOIP™  TEX-7-0 07/23/81 2.9 1.2 %5 40 212 8.3« 4.3 2 <.} 01 - - 0.5 - 8.9 100 - - - 550
11/62/81 - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - 120 9 - - - 1800
11719783 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 19.0 S - - - 730
1i/12/8: - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 6.5 10 - - - 1078
* CHRBLMBTETER-5-5 07/23/6. 0.4 G.1 129 13 80 31,2 <1 7.5 <1 <C.l <91 <1 0.1 0.1 - 10.8 14 - . . T3
BhsS 10/22/8. 14 5 150 10 - 23 - - 1 <01 <91 - <. 0.1 30 9.2 25 562 82 672 -
11702751 - - - - - - - - - - - - - . . 9.4 8 - - - )
1/ie/es . - . . i . - . ] . . . . 92 9 . . . 26
™. sRTEX-10.D 97/¢3/31 1.7 0.5 180 8 240 51.8 <l <4 < <G.1 <0.1 «1 <0.1 0.1 - .2 18 - - - 730 @
. 11723788 - - - - - - - - R - - - - - - 9.0 7 - - - 650
! 11/11/81 - - - - - - - - - . - . - 8.5 6 - - - 700
TRUEYCTEX11-D 07/22/8% 1.4 0.9 20 25 300 228 <1 <4 <1 <01 0.1 <1 01 0.2 - 8.9 33 - - - 1025
‘ 11/03/81 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 8.7 5 . - - 900
11/:1/81 - - - - - - . - - - . - - - 8.5 6 - - - 00
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INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTT T Tt

Compliance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMHENTS SIIEET

SECTION: (o ty). Mo..n‘a»,.m\ 'P,MM Paragraph: _Je., 1

éul wl-uas : l\:’a\/vt Oraejm Beosin ﬁb} ash .EDMA_S_,Z._";_% L‘L”&}J_-A_;
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I 1V ‘{—h;s wc“ \1S__how unalp of Tchcul)q amel_Fhe

___._._-__.u..___kyd@hg__m:[_@w, V"l&sm Lake. wij Aear Fhe well

C’«W"lhl"\&‘}mh ﬂv‘d 'hbm‘ _,pcnoolxc. mm""&nu arf' Hhs
wdl should be dome to sdbstembcte thes comtedion, Thus
well s %(b%'\-] c,vw‘}‘&mnv\a‘}up and Contains w prior
‘Po{(uhmh (see Covmpary end TDWR vesole - Attdchm

vt
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g-9,5-83
Reg )/Permit No. 50137

INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

Compli ance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

CSECTION: G W, mmﬁ.Jm,m 'qum Paragraph: _den D cout.
Ie TN :&g{' This &row\olw&c-f 1S Sesing beck lv\’l’o TqJ[e\lV-\-
ﬁ’ke« + Wy be aporopne:‘t o C,MS‘clgr reeclessdiccion otfL

e lq“g‘\{_.ﬂ‘r o TH,

23-S- Twe_well s not inclided 1w the RCPAW vv\om“orv\% pro 5%
be:c_quse. 4 | A +kc PH'\LSQ E fe_pqp+ |+ 1S \u&lc\col jv bo_

Unm+qmw+d 7‘\& 'oc:;:hcv\ G¢+L\IS wdl 18 dawvw?.o OQP
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SECTION: ~_Paragraph:
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Checklist CROVMDWHETIGR MolTeR,

ach to correct checklist)
Date X—L/>§f83

@ermit No. 2137

INDUSTRIAL SOLID WASTE

':'Comph’ance Monitoring Inspection Report

COMMENTS SHEET

SECTION: (o ) M%J@nm%\w Paragraph: _ o, )0 -ccm}«

_ The C&W\_{)cuwu} \,); cuna;H i»«j)fcMOms(ﬁw% Theyw~ Su\om#cd
end 40Pf0d€cp albuuol weter QUGJI'La aSspsSM&IX x:JaM T4 s
_-_c.é.égmmeaolccﬂ 'ﬂ\a’{; ‘on. m‘e/\/@us pém’B boe_ wa&uder‘&d ("l kq,,\

Q\/al\jihv\a\ ~+the resy Hs oJ: 'f’f'\e, &SSCSSV\\&J" ro@op’f
TrD>

SECT10N: - _Paragraph:

SLCTION: Paragraph:




@ o TABLE I @

GROUNDWATER ANALYSIS PARAMETERS

Drinking Water Standards and Limits

1. Arsenic - 0.05 mg/1 12. Lindane - 0.004 mg/1
2. Barium - 1.0 mg/1 13. Methoxychlor - 0.1 mg/1
3. Cadmiunm - 0.0l mg/1 14. Toxaphene - 0.005 mg/1
4. Chromium - 0.05 mg/1 15. 2,4-p - 0.1 mg/1
5. Flouride , = 1.4-2,4 mg/1 16. 2,4,5-T © = 0.01 mg/1
6. Lead - 0.05 mg/1 17. Radium ~ 5 pei/le
7. Mercury - 0.002 mg/1 18. Gross Alpha - 15 pei/l
8. Nitrate (as N) - 10.0 mg/1 19. Gross Beta - 4 millirem/yr
9. Selenium - 0.01 mg/1 20. Turbidity - 1TU

10. Silver - 0.05 mg/1 21. Coliform Bacteria - 1/100 ml
11. Endrin ~- 0.0002 mg/1

Groundwater Quality

1. Chloride . 5. Sodium
2. Iron 6. Sulfate _
3. Manganese ' -

4. Phenols

1. pR .

2. Specific Conductance

3. Total Orgamic Carbon

4. Total Organic Halogen
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January 3, 1983

i NON-RCRA GROUNDWATER DATA %

Well MW-1 (FA Pond #1).

.

May, 1982 Aug, 1982 Nov, 1982
TOC 8 6 16
Conductivity 575 295 350
pH 7.2 7.4 7.6
Water level 278.36 276.36 276.36
Well MW-4 (FA Pond #2)

May, 1982 Aug, 1982 Nov, 1982
TOC 53 5 15
Conductivity 455 460 450
pH 7.2 7.2 " 6.9
Water level 278.36 276.36 276.36
Lwhiérﬂw:Z}(Tall%X LA)

May, 1982 Aug, 1982 Nov, 1982
TOC 2325 3020 2700
Conductivity 4600 8000 6700
pH 5.2 5.1 4.9
Water level 229.00 231.77 227.00

cMeTl W-7 (Talley 1A)

May, 1982 Aug, 1982 Nov, 1982
TOC 725 650 390
Conductivity 4825 5000 4000
pH 5.8 5.7 6.0
Water level 239.00 240.20 237.00
JE
Well W-10 (Talley lA)

May, 1982 Aug, 1982 Nov, 1982
TOC 58 72 165
Conductivity 1275 1400 1200
pH 6.4 6.6 6.4
Water level 229.00 244.09 238.00



&

TABLE 11 "isb

GROUNDWATER WELL DATA

SpaAliTY  Well No. Ground wéll Head

2-p! 243.58 246.01
3-D 260.50 263.05
4-D 245.69 249.26
6-D 262.40 265.41
7-D 286.11 288.92
8-D 293.68 296.61
10-D 259.36 262.51
11-D 250.92 254.06
1-s ' 250.71 253.39
3-s 246.85 250.23
5-5 250.92 25449
6-S 259.46 262.65
7-S 245.48 248.91
9-§ 255.33 257.94
11-S 256.20 259.03
13-5 286.41 289.81
14-8 282.19 283.45
16-S 292.38 293.87
17-5 294,08 . 297.38
18-S 286.97 290.10
19-8 285.87 287.07
20-S 284.19 287.42
22-S 261.61 264.80
23-S . 262.60 264.29
24-5 261.90 264.99
25-S 261.20

264.33

1 Deep wells are made of 4" tubing, 2,450 ml/ft of volume

2

Shallow wells are made of 2" tubing; 620 ml/ft of volume

Well Depth Well Bottom Water Level
138° 105.58
106" 154.50
115" 130.69
168" 94.40
100" 186.11
124" 169.68
101" 158.36
130" 120.92

18° 232.71

33" 213.85

38" 212.92

34" 225.46
334" 211.98
18" 237.33

20" 236.20
22'-11" 263.49
28'-3" 253.94
- 38y’ 253.88
23'-3" 270.83
36%" 250.47 -
38" 247.87
‘36" 248.18

15" 246.61
287 234.60
33k 228.40
33'-7" 227.62

Al
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PERMIT NO. HW-~50043-000

EPA 1.D. No. (TXD-007330207—>

TEXAS WATER COMMISSION
Stephen F. Austin State Office Building
Austin, Texas

PERMIT FOR INDUSTRIAL
SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT SITE
igsued under provisions of TEX.
REV. CIV. STAT. ANN. art. 4477-7
and Chapter 26 of the Texas Water Code

Name of Permittee: (Texas_Eastman_Company » pie AU (
Division of Eastman Kodak
P. 0. Box 7444
Longview, Texas 75607

Site Owner: Texas Eastman Company
Division of Eastman Kodak
P. 0. Box 7444
Longview, Texas 75607

Classification of Site: | Hazardous Waste Storage and Processing,
: Non-commercial

The permittee is authorized to store and process wastes in accordance with
limitations, requirements and other conditions set forth herein. This permit is
granted subject to the rules of the Department and other Orders of the Commission and
laws of the State of Texas. Nothing in this permit. exempts the permittee from
compliance with the applicable rules and regulations of the Texas Air Control Board.

This permit will be valid until cancelled, amended or revoked by the Commission except

that the authorization to store and process wastes shall expire midnight, 10 years
after the date of permit approval.

SUPERFUND FILE

JUN 12 1392

REORGANIZED

APPROVED, ISSUED, AND EFFECTIVE this 15th day of May
19 g4 .

o Dt e S, [t Yl

For the Commliﬁion

TOWR-Q0080 A



PERMIT NO. HW-50043-000

NAME :

CONTINUATION SHEET 2 of 17 _

|

Texas Eastman Company

I. Size and Location of Site

A.

The industrial solid waste management facility is located on a tract of
Tand four miles southeast of the City of Longview on State Highway 149
south of Interstate 20 and north of the Sabine River in Harrison and
Gregg Counties, Texas. The property is owned by Texas Eastman Company.
The location is in the wgtershed area of Segment 585 of the Sabine River
Basin (North Latitude 32726'17", West Longitude 94741'24").

The legal descfiption of the entire site, dated July 11, 1983 submitted
as part of the Permit No. HW-50043 application, is hereby made -a part
of this permit.

I1. Facilities and Operations Authorized

A.

Wastes Authorized:

The permittee is authorized to manage industrial solid wastes listed in
the application as described herein. :

Wastes are those generated from plant sources and off-site sources.
Wastes from off-site sources are limited to those generated as a result
of manufacturing activities at affiliates of the permittee.

Hazardous wastes are limited to those within the Hazard Code Groups
indicated below:- '

1. Hazard Code Groups (as prescribed by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency regulations in effect upon the date of permit
approval):

x Ignitable (I) x  Acute Hazardous Waste
X Toxic (T) x  EP Toxic (E)
x  Corrosive (C) X  Reactive (R)

2. Waste Descriptions TDWR Waste Class Hazard Code(s)

. Organic process wastes I,11

. Heavy organics basin sludge I

. Off-spec and discarded '
commercial chemical products
and reaction intermediates

. Lab wastes

. Waste treatment residues
and sludges

. Filter elements

. Resins

. Filter coals

. Spent solvents

Waste oils

. Miscellaneous plant trash

. Contaminated storm water
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NAME: Texas Eastman Company

3.

Prohibited Wastes and Waste Limitations

Wastes authorized for disposal by incineration shall contain
no greater than 100 parts per million of any hazardous consti-
tuent which is listed in 40 CFR Part 261, Appendix VIII and
which has a heat of combustion of less than 1,350 BTU/pound
(0.75 kilo-calories/gram).

B. Facilities and Functions Authorized:

The permittee is authorized to operate the following facility units
and perform the following functions for storage and/or processing,
subject to the limitations described below. All waste management
activities are to be confined to authorized facility units:

1.

Container storage area, covered, enclosed, maximum capacity 600
55-gallon drums with a total capacity of 33,000 gallons for
storage of solid wastes and sludges only;

Tank, c]osed; maximum capacity 13,540 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T1 in the application, for storage
and processing of all liquid wastes authorized for incineration;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 13,540 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T2 in the application, for storage
and processing of all liquid wastes authorized for incineration;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 13,540 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T3 in the application, for storage
and processing of all liquid wastes authorized for incineration;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 13,540 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T4 in the application, for storage
and processing of all liquid wastes for incineration;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 4,525 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T5 in the application, for storage
and processing of all authorized wastes;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 4,525 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T6 in the application, for storage
and processing of all authorized wastes;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 4,525 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T7 in the application, for storage
and processing of all wastes for incineration;

Tank, closed, maximum capacity 4,525 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T8 in the application, for storage
and processing of all wastes authorized for incineration;



PERMIT NO.. HW-50043-000 ' CONTINUATION SHEET 4 of 17
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10. Tank, closed, maximum capacity 11,750 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T12 in the application, for the
storage and processing of sltudges; and

1i. Tank, closed, maximum capacity 10,150 gallons, steel, above-
grade, identified as Tank T21 in the appl1cat1on, for the
storage and processing of slurries; and

12. Incinerator, rotary kiln with secondary combustion chamber,
maximum rated heat input 95 million BTUs per hour for processing
of all authorized wastes. :

C. Authorization to continue industrial solid waste operations at this
facility is contingent upon maintenance of financial assurance
pursuant to Provision IV.A.

D. The facility components and operational methods authorized are
limited to those described herein and by the application and related
plans and specifications. All facility components and operational
methods are subject to the terms and conditions of this permit and
TDWR Rules. - Prior to constructing or operating any facility
component in a manner which differs from the related plans and
specifications, the permittee is required to:

1. Notify the TDWR and submit p1ans and spec1f1cat1ons for the
proposed modifications;

2. Receive written authorization from the Executive Director.

E. Any proposed facility modification, addition of compohents, or
expansion in capacity which has not been addressed by the terms of
this permit must be authorized in accordance with TDWR amendment
rules. : .

IT1. Facilities Design, Construction and Operation

A. Facility design, construction, and operation must comply with this
permit and TDWR rules. A1l plans and specifications for design and
operation submitted with the application are approved, subject to
the terms of this permit and any other orders of the Texas Water
Commission. A1l monitoring and pollution control equipment shall
be as specified in the application or an equivalent approved by the
Executive Director of the TDWR

B. The entire waste management facility shall be designed, constructed,
operated, and maintained to prevent inundation of and discharges from
the areas surrounding the facility components, subject to the
following requirements:
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NAME: Texas Eastman Company

1.

4.

The tank storage areas for liquid wastes shall be diked to
contain potential spills and incident precipitation. The
containment areas shall be sufficiently impervious to contain
leaks, spills, or precipitation until the collected material is
removed. The capacity of the diked tank areas shall be '
sufficient to contain the 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event (8.0
in.) plus the volume of the largest tank;

Collected spills, leaks, clean-up residues, and contaminated
rainfall runoff (see Provision II1.B.3.) shall be removed
promptly after the spillage and/or rainfall event and shall be
removed in as timely a manner as is necessary to prevent
overflow of the collection system, by one of the following
methods:

a. Removal to an authorized facility component; or

b. Removal off-site for processing and/or disposal at an
authorized industrial solid waste management facility;

Contaminated rainfall runoff is defined as storm water,
representative samples of which:

a. Exceed concentrations of 55 mg/1 organic carbon or 15 mg/1
oil and grease; or

b. Exhibit any of the characteristics of hazardous waste
identified in 40 CFR 261, Subpart C; and

A1l loading and unloading areas and storage areas for non-liquid
wastes shall be equipped with a drainage system connecting to
process sewers and thence to authorized facility components.

C. The minimum.shell thicknesses specified below shall be maintained
at all times. The wastes contained in the tanks shall not exceed
any maximum operating volume specified below:

Minimum Maximum
Shell ' Operating
Tank Thickness Volume
(Provision I1.B.No.) (inch) (gaTTons)
2 0.19 13,540
3 0.19 13,540
4 0.19 13,540
5 0.19 13,540
6 0.19 4,525
7 0.19 4,525
8 0.19 4,525
g9 0.19 4,525
0 0.19 11,750
] 0

—

.19 10,150
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NAME: Texas Eastman Cbmpany

D. All pumps, fire- and spill-control equipment, decontamination equip-
ment, air pollution control and monitoring equipment, and all other
equipment and structures authorized or required by this permit shall
be maintained in good functional condition.

E. The permittee shall construct and maintain the incinerator so that,
when operated in accordance with the operating conditions specified
in this permit it will meet the following performance standards:

1. The incinerator shall achieve a destruction and removal effici-
ency (DRE) of 99.99% for each principal organic hazardous
constituent (POHC) designated in this permit for each waste feed;

2. ~ The permittee shall control hydrogen chloride (HC1) emissions
such that the rate of emissions is no greater than 1% of the HCI
in the stack -gas prior to entering any pollution control
equipment, or 4.0 pounds per hour, whichever is larger; and

3. The iﬁcinerator shall not emit particulate matter in excess of
0.08 grains per dry standard cubic feet when corrected for the
amount of oxygen in the stack gas.

F. Except as specified in Provision II1.Q., the permittee shall feed
hazardous wastes to the incinerator only under the following
conditions:

1. The temperature in the fourth subchamber of the secongary com-
bustion chamber shall be maintained at a minimum 1650°F. This
temperature shall be monitored and recorded continuously;

2. The maximum volumetric flow rate through the system shall not
exceed 60,000 actual cubic feet per minute (acfm) at 14.9 psia
and 60°F. The volumetric flow rate shall be measured on a
continuous basis by an annubar located in the stack, and shall
be continuously recorded;

3. Stack gas concentration of carbon monoxide (C0), measured as
specified in Attachment A, shall not exceed 350 ppm for any
consecutive 15-minute averaging period. The CO concentration in
the stack shall be monitored and recorded continuously;

4, The tandem free jet scrubber shall be operated at a minimum pres-
sure differential of twenty-five (25) inches water column (WC)
and shall be monitored and recorded on a continuous basis; and

5. The incinerator is operating at steady state, and is not in
start-up and shut-down modes.

G. The permittee shall maintain and operate a waste feed cut-off system.
This system must automatically cut off the incinerator feed under any
of the following conditions:
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1.

When the operating conditions deviate from those specified in
Provision III.F.; or '

Upon:

a. Loss of primary combustion air;

b. Loss of fire in secondary combustion chamber burner;
c. Power outage; or

d. ~ Shutdown of 1.D. fan; or

a. Stub stack is open or the stub stack selector switch is
in the manual position; or

b. - The flue gas cleaning system is bypassed.

H. A1l hazardous waste feed shall be cut off when:

1.

Any of the monitoring equipment required by Provision-III.I.
is not operating properly;

2. There is a loss of atomizing air pressure to liquid burners or
sludge nozzle; or
3. The oxygen (0,) concentration measured in the secondary
combustion ch%mber falls below four (4) percent by volume dry
basis.
[. The permittee shall operate and maintain the monitoring systems as

“indicated -in Attachment A.

J. Upon request of the Executive Director of TDWR, the permittee shall
conduct sampling and analysis of the waste and exhaust emissions to
verify that the operating requirements specified in Provision III.F.
are adequate to meet the performance standards of Provision TIT.E.

K. Waste feed to the incinerator shall be subject to the following
requirements:

1.

The total feed rate, including the waste feed rate and auxiliary
fuel, to the kiln is limited to a maximum of sixty (60) million
BTU/hr. heat input;

The feed rate of all pumpable or gaseous materials, including
waste feed and auxiliary fuel, must be monitored and recorded
on a continuous basis;
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3. The feed rate of nonpumpable materials must be monitored and
logged on a periodic basis not to exceed the charging cycle or
fifteen (15) minutes, whichever is greater, except when such
feed is discontinued, in which case such discontinuances shall
be noted in the operating record;

4. Only natural gas or propane may be injected into the secondary
combustion chamber;

5. The waste feed injection rate of liquids into the rotary kiln
shall not exceed 12,000 pounds per hour;

6. The waste feed injection rate of sludges and slurries into the
rotary kiln shall not exceed 6,000 pounds per hour;

7. The waste feed injection rate of solids into the rotary kiln
shall not exceed 5,400 pounds per hour;

8. The total chlorine content of the materials fed to the
incinerator may not exceed 500 pounds per hour;

9. The total average heat value of the waste material and natural
gas fired in the incinerator shall not be less than 5,000 BTU
per pound of waste material injected into the kiln; and

10. The permittee shall perform sampling and analysis as necessary
to ensure that the requirements of this provision are met.

L. The permittee shall control fugitive emissions from the combustion
zone of the incinerator by maintaining a combustion zone pressure
less than atmospheric pressure.

M.  The principal organic hazardous constituents (POHCs) are: toluene,
naphthalene, chloroform, chlorobenzene and benzene.

N. The permittee shall conduct. a trial burn on the incinerator to verify
that the incinerator is able, under the operating conditions
specified in this permit, to achieve the performance standards
required under Provision III.E.

0. After evaluation of the results of the trial burn the Executive
Director may propose changes in the operating requirements of the
permit by minor permit amendment.

P.  During the pre-trial burn period (the period beginning with the
initial introduction of hazardous wastes into the incinerator and
ending with the start of the trial burn) the permittee may burn
hazardous wastes, as authorized by this permit, for up to 720 hours
of operation. The Texas Water Commission may grant an extension of
up to 720 additional hours by minor permit amendment when good cause
is demonstrated by the permittee.
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Q.

The permittee shall conduct the trial burn required by
Provision III.N. in accordance with the trial burn plan submitted

as part of this application, subject to the following requirements:

1. The trial POHCs for which performance standards shall be demon-
strated are:

Waste Feed POHC(s)
Waste Combination No. 1 Toluene, benzene and naphthalene
Waste Combination No. 2 Chloroform, chlorobenzene,

and toluene.

2. The minimum temperature in Bhe secondary combustion chamber
shall be no less than 1,400 F at all times that hazardous
materials are being fed to the kiln. The waste feed shall be
automatically cut off if the temperature in the fourth sub-
chamber falls below this level;

3. During the trial burn (or as soon after the burn as is
practicable), the applicant must make the following
determinations:

a. A quantitative analysis of the trial POHCs in the waste
feed to the incinerator;

b. A quantitative analysis of the exhaust gas for the
concentration and mass emissions of the trial POHCs, oxygen
(02) and hydrogen chloride (HC1);

c. A quantitative ana]yéis of the scrubber water, ash
residues, and other residues, for the purpose of estimating
the fate of the trial POHCs;

d. A computation of destruction and removal efficiency (DRE);

e. If the HC1 emission rate exceeds 1.8 kilograms of HC1 per

hour (4 pounds per hour), a computation of HC1 removal
efficiency;

f. A computation of particulate emissions;

g. An identification of sources of fugitive emissions and
their means of control;

h. A measurement of average, maximum, and minimum temperatures
and combustion gas velocity; and

i. A continuous measurement of carbon monoxide (CO) in the
exhaust gas; and
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4. The permittee shall submit to the Executive Director a copj-of
all data collected during the trial burn upon comp]et1on of the
burn;

5. Within 90 days of the completion of the trial burn the permittee
shall submit:

a. The results of all determinations required pursuant to
Provision II11.Q.3.; and

b. A certification that the trial burn has been carried out in
accordance with the approved trial burn plan; and

6. All submissions required by Provision III1.Q.5. must be certified
on behalf of the applicant by the signature of a person
authorized to sign a permit application.

During the post trial burn period (the period starting immediately
following the completion of the trial burn and ending with the
specification of the permit operating conditions), the permittee may
continue to feed wastes to the incinerator subject to the following
conditions:

1. That the incinerator meet all operating requirements of this
permit;

2. If, based upon the analytical results of the trial burn, the
permittee determines that the incinerator failed to achieve any
of the performance standards specified in Provision III.E., the
permittee shall notify the Executive Director within twenty-four
(24) hours of the determination, and the incinerator shall not
burn hazardous waste. The permittee may apply to the Executive
Director for a permit amendment and for a new trial burn
pursuant to the rules of the Texas Water Commission and the
TDWR; and

3. If the certification and 1nformétion required by Provision
I11.Q.4. and 5. is not submitted within ninety (90] days after
the trial burn, the incinerator shall cease to burn hazardous
waste.

A1l calculations for the determination of compliance with performance
standards shall be as specified in 40 CFR Part 264, Subpart O.

The permittee shall operate and maintain an oxygen (0,) system as
indicated in the application to satisfy the requ1remeﬁts of Provision
IIT.H.3. In the event of failure of the secondary combustion chamber
monitor, the kiln monitor may be used. The results required pursuant
to Provision I11.Q.3.b. shall include data from both monitors.
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U. The applicant shall notify the Executive Director of TDWR in writing
at least thirty (30) days prior to the start of the trial burn.

V. The permittee shall keep a written operating record as described in
40 CFR Part 264.73. In addition to the specific requirements of this
paragraph, the permittee shall also record:

1. A1l occasions when the operating parameters specified in
Provision IIl.F. are exceeded and/or the automatic waste feed
cut-off 1s activated; and

2. A1l occasions when waste feed is cut off pursuant to Provision
III.H. and/or the minimum oxygen level specified in Provision
ITT.H.3. is not maintained.

At a minimum, the permittee shall record:

a) The date and time of the incident; and
b) The reason for waste feed cut-off and, if applicable, the
concentrations triggering cut-off.

W. The permittee shall perform the following:

1. The incinerator and associated equipment (pumps, valves,
conveyors, pipes, etc.) must be subjected to thorough visual
inspection, at least daily, for leaks, spills, fugitive
emissions, and signs of tampering; and

2. The emergency waste feed cutoff system and associated alarms
must be tested at least monthly to verify operability.

Closure |

A. The permittég shall provide financial assurance in a form acceptable to -
the Exgcutive Director of the TDWR in an amount not less than $499,000.
Financial assurance shall be secured and maintained in compliance with
31 TAC Section 335.452, incorporating by reference 40 CFR Part 264
Subpart H.

B. The permjttee shall submit to the Executive Director upon request such
information as may be necessary to determine the adequacy of financial
assurance.

C. Facility closure shall commence:

1. Upon direction of the Texas Water Commission or the Executive
Director for violation of the permit, TDWR Rules, State Statues; or
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2. Upon suspension, cancellation or revocation of the terms and
conditions of this permit concerning the authorization to
receive store and process waste materials; or

3. Upon abandonment of the site for more than 90 days; or
4. Upon direction of the Executive Director for failure to secure and

maintain an adequate bond or other financial assurance as required
in Provision IV.A.; or

5. When necessary to comply with Provision IV.D.

Facility closure shall be completed in accordance with the requirements
of 31 TAC 335.452 and 40 CFR Part 264 Subpart G and the approved closure
plan which is incorporated herein by reference.

Upon completion of closure, the permittee must submit to the Executive
Director certification by both the permittee and an independent
registered professional engineer that the facility has been closed in
accordance with the approved closure plan.

V. Standard Permit Conditions

A.

The perm1ttee has a duty to comply with all conditions of this permit.
Failure to comply with any permit condition constitutes a violation of
the permit and the Texas Water Code or the Texas Solid Waste Disposal
Act, and is grounds for enforcement action, for permit amendment,
revocation or suspension, or for denial of a permit renewal or
application.

In order to continue a permitted activity after the expiration date of
the permit, the permittee must apply for a new permit or renewal.
Authorization to continue such activity will terminate upon the
effective denial of said application.

It sha]].not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action that
it would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted activity
in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of the permit.

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize or correct
any adverse impact on the environment resulting from noncomp11ance with
this permit.

The permittee shall at all times properly operate and maintain all
facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related
appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to achieve
compliance with the conditions of this permit.

The permittee shall furnish to the Executive Director, within a
reasonable time, any relevant information which the Executive Director
may request to determine whether cause exists for amending, revoking,
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suspending, or terminating the permit. The permittee shall also furnish
to the Executive Director, upon request, copies of records required to
be kept by this permit.

G. The permittee shall give notice to the Executive Director prior to
physical alterations or additions to the permitted facility if such
alterations or additions would require a permit amendment or result in a
violation of permit requirements.

H. Written approval from the Executive Director is required before
.beginning any change in the permitted facility or activity that would
result in noncompliance with other-permit requirements.

I. Unless specified otherwise, the permittee shall report any noncompliance
which may endanger health or the environment. Report of such
information shall be provided orally within 24 hours from the time the
permittee becomes aware of the noncompliance. A written submission’ of
such information shall also be provided within 5 working days of the
time the permittee becomes aware of the noncompliance, except as
provided by Provision V.W. The written submission shall contain a
description of the noncompliance and its cause; the potential danger to
human health or the environment; the period of noncompliance, including
exact dates and times; if the noncompliance has not been corrected, the
“anticipated time it is expected to continue; and, steps taken or planned
to reduce, eliminate, and prevent recurrence of the noncompliance.

J. Inspection and entry shall be allowed as prescribed in Texas Water Code,
Chapter 26 and Chapter 27, and Section 7 of the Solid Waste Disposal
Act, as applicable.

K. 1. Monitoring samples and measurements shall be representative of the
monitored activity.

2. Monitoring and reporting records, including strip charts and
records of calibration and maintenance, shall be retained for a
period of three (3) years from the date of the record or report.
This period may be extended by request of the Executive Director.

3. Records of monitoring activities shall include the following:

a. date, time and place of sample or measurement;

b. individual who collected the sample or made the measurement;
c. date of analysis;

d. the individual who made the analysis;

e. the technique or method of analysis; and

f. the results of the analysis.
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L. Any noncompliance other than that épecified above, or any required
information not submitted or submitted incorrectly, shall be reported
to the Executive Director as promptly as possible.

M. .This permit may be transferred only according to the provisions of 31
TAC Section 341.235 (relating to Transfer of Permits) and 31 TAC Section
341,270 (relating to Action on Application for Transfers).

N. A1l reports and other information requested by the Executive Director
shall be signed by the person and in the manner required by 31 TAC
Section 341.317 relating to Signatories to Reports.

0. This permit may be amended, suspended and reissued, or revoked for
cause. The filing of a request by the permittee for a permit amendment,
suspension and reissuance, or termination, or a notification of planned
changes or anticipated noncompliance, does not stay any permit condition.

P. This permit does not convey any property rights of any sort, or any
exclusive privilege.

Q. Monitoring results shall be provided at the intervals specified else-
where in this permit.

R. Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports
on, interim and final requirements contained in any compliiance schedule
of this permit shall be submitted to the Austin Office of the Department
no later than 14 days following each schedule date.

S. Where the permittee becomes aware that it failed to submit any relevant
facts in a permit application or submitted incorrect information in an
application or in any report to the Executive Director, it shall
promptly submit such facts or information.

T. The permittee need not comply with the conditions of this permit to the
extent and for the duration such noncompliance is authorized in an
emergency order issued by the Commission.

u. For a new facility, the permittee shall not commence storage, processing
or disposal of solid waste; and for a facility being modified, the
permittee shall not process, store or dispose of solid waste in the
modified portion of the facility, until:

1. The permittee has notified the local TDWR District Office and
"~ submitted to the Executive Director by certified mail or hand
delivery a certification prepared and sealed by a professional
engineer with current registration pursuant to the Texas
Engineering Practice Act, and signed by the permittee. Required
certification shall be in the following form:
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This is to certify that construction of the following facility
components authorized or required by TDWR Permit No. 50043 has been
completed, and that construction of said facilities has been
performed in accordance with and in compliance with the design and
construction specifications of permit No. 50043:

(Description of facility components with reference to applicable
permit provisions), and

The Executive Director has inspected the modified or newly
constructed facility and finds it is in compliance with the
conditions of the permit; or within 15 days of submission of the
letter required by Provision V.U.1., the permittee has not received
notice from the Executive Director of an intent to inspect, prior

- inspection is waived and the permittee may commence processing,

storage or disposal of solid waste.

V. The following shall be included as information which must be reported
orally within 24 hours pursuant to Provision V.I.:

1.

Information concerning release of any solid waste that may cause

an endangerment to public drinking water supplies.

2. Any'information of a release or discharge of solid waste, or of

a fire or explosion from a facility, which could threaten the

environment or human health outside the facility. The description

of the occurrence and its cause shall include:

a. ﬁame, address, and telephone number of the owner or operator;

b. name, address, and telephone number of the facility;

c. date, time and type of incident;

d. name and quantity of material(s) involved;

e. the extent of injuries, if any;

f. an assessment of actual or potential hazards to the environ-
ment and human health outside the facility, where this is
applicable; and

g. estimated quantity and disposition of recovered material that
resulted from the incident.

W. The Executive Director may waive the five-day written notice requirement

as specified in Provision V.I. in favor of a written report submitted to
the Department within T5 days of the time the permittee becomes aware of
the noncompliance or condition.
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The permittee shall prepare an annual report required under 31 TAC
335.71. This annual report shall be submitted to the Department on or
before January 21 of each calendar year following the effective date of
this permit.

Emissions from this facility must not cause or contribute to a condition
of "air polution" as defined in Section 1.03 of the Texas Clean Air Act
or violate Section 4.01 of the Texas Clean Air Act, Article 4477-5,
V.A.T.S. If the Executive Director of the Texas Air Control Board
determines that such a condition or violation occurs, the permittee
shall implement additional abatement measures as necessary to control or
prevent the condition or violation.

VI. Incorporated Requirements

A.

The following Texas Department of Water Resources regulations are hereby
made provisions and conditions of this permit:

1. 31 Texés Administrative Code (TAC) Section 335.453;

2. 31 TAC Section 335.454; and

3. 31 TAC Section 335.455.

To the extent applicable to the activities authorized by this permit,
the following provisions of 40 CFR Part 264, adopted by reference at
31 TAC Section 335.452, are hereby made provisions and conditions of
this permit, except as otherwise provided in 31 TAC Sections 335.12,
335.15, and 335.453-335.455, and to the extent consistent with the Solid
Waste Disposal Act, Article 4477-7, Revised Civil Statutes, and the
Rules of the Texas Water Development Board:

1. Subpart B - General Facility Standards;

2. Subpart C - Preparedness and Prevention;

3. Subbart D - Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures;

4. Subpart E - Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Reporting;

5. Subpart G - Closure and Post-closure;
6. Subpart H - Financial Requirements;
7. Subpart I - Use and Management of Containers;

8. Subpart J - Tanks; and

9. Subpart 0 - Incinerators
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C. 1. Waste analysis plan in accordance with 40 CFR Section 264.13(b) as
submitted in the application.

2. General inspection schedule in accordance with 40 CFR Sections
264.15(b), 264.174 and 264.175, as submitted in the application and
as may be amended by the terms of this permit.

3. Contingency plan in accordance with 40 CFR Part 264, Subpart D, as
submitted in the application. '




Attachment A
MONITORING SYSTEMS

Location of

Parameter Monitoring Method Monitoring Device
Waste Feed GC/MS Sample ports for pumpable
Composition wastes. Drums can be

Waste Feed Rate

Liquids
Easy-to-pump
s ludge
Hard-to-pump
s ludge
Slurry system

Auxiliary Fuel Feed
Rate
Secondary

Combustion Chamber
Temperature

Combustion Air Flow
Rate

%CO

Orifice.Plate
Magnetic Flowmeters
or Mass Flowmeters
Magnetic Flowmeters
or Mass Flowmeters
Magnetic Flowmeters
or Mass Flowmeters

Orifice Plate

Dual Mode Thermocouple

Annubar

Infrared Instrument

sampled individually,

Prior to nozzle
Prior to nozzle

Line to feed nozzle

Line to feed nozzle
Prior to nozzle

At point of lowest
temperature in secondary
combustion chamber, in
fourth subchamber

Stack

Between boiler and quench
chamber
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PERMIT No. -T2

(Co;respondé o
NPDES PERMIT NC. Tx 0000949

)

This permit is a renewal of Permit

TEXAS WATER COMMISSION
Stephen F. Austin State Office Building
Austin, Texas

PERMIT TO DISPOSE OF WASTES
under provisions of Chapter 26
of the Texas Water Code

Wexas Eastman Company. > (ZXZ0O 73300 > SUPERFUND FILE

N L XAt Sl .
whose mailing address is - JUN 1 2 1992

P.0. Box 7444 :
Longview, Texas 75607 REORGANIZED

is authorized to dispose of wastes from a plant manufacturing organic
chemicals and plastics (SIC 2869 and 2821)

located fjve miles southeast of the City of Longview, Harrison County,
Texas

to Segment No. 0505 of the Sabine River in the Sabine River Basin

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and orher
conditions set forth herein. This permit is granted subject to the rules of
the Department, the laws of the State of Texas, and other orders of the
Commission. The issuance of this permit does not grant to the permittee
the right to use private or public property for conveyance of wastewater
along the herein described discharged route. This includes property '
belonging to but not limited to any individual, partnership, corporation

or public entity. Neither does this permit authorize any invasion of
personal rights nor any violation of federal, state, or local laws or
regulations. It is the responsibility of the permittee to acquire property
rights as may be necessary to use the herein described discharge route.

This permit and the authorization contained herein shall expire at midnight,
five years after the date of Commission approval.

APPROVED, ISSUED AND EFFECTIVE this __ 22nd day of _ August
19 83. '

ATTEST: /k@w lore /% J.VVW

For the CommiSsion

TDWR-0078 (Rev, 1-7-83)
Page 1 of 13

No. 00471, approved July 28, 1980,
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITCRING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning effective date and lasting through expiration date,
the permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) serial number(s) 001, cooling water, storm water runoff,

steam plant blowdown, HCl vent scrubber water and vacuum jet water.
Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

K@JITO‘\ rew

Effluent Characteristic Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
kg/day. (bs/day) Other Units (Specity) _
' o : Measurement Sample
Deily Avg Daily Max Daily Avg Daily Max Frequency Type

Flow—m3 /Day (MGD) N/A N/A Report Report 6/day Instantaneous
Total Organic Carbon Report Report N/A 50 mg/1 1/day Grab
Temperature, Degrees N/A N/A N/A 41 (105F) * 1/day Grab
Biochemical Oxygen

Demand (5-day) Report Report N/A 10 mg/1 1/day Grab
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons N/A N/A N/A 0.2 mg/1** 1/month Grab

c
C
-
~
[

* Instantaneous maximum.
** Refer to Part III, Item 11.

The pH shall not be less than ¢ _ o standard units nor greater than o _g standard units and shall be monitored
l/day by grab sample.

There shall be no discharge of ﬂoat’m'g solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

ON 1jutiag
ey
1 LUVvd

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the following location(s):
At Outfall 001, at the concrete spillway overflow from Ferguson Lake.

jo
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning effective date and lasting through expiration date,
the permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) serial number(s) (2.

Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Effluent Charecteristic

Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
. kg/day (1bs/day) Other Units (Specify)
. Measurement Sample
Deaily Avg Daily Max Daily Avg Daily Max Frequency Type
Flow—m3 /Day (MGD) -

None - See Outfall 102 and oOutfall 202.

The pH shall not be less than g g standard units nor greater than g_ standard units and shall be monitored

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the following location(s):
At Outfall 002, on company property where Buckhorn Creek discharges to the Sabine River.

"ON Jjuwiag
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning effective date  and lasting through
the permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) serial humber(s)

Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Effluent Characteristic Discharge Limitations
' ' kg/day (lbs/day) Other Units (Specify)
Daily Avg Daily Max Deily Avg Daily Max
Flow—m3/Day (MGD) N/A N/A Report Report
Total Chromium N/A N/A 0.4 mg/l 0.8 mg/1
Total Organic Carbon 318(700) 450(992) N/A N/A
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons N/A N/A N/A 0.2 mg/1*

* Refer to Part III, Item 1ll.

The pH shall not be less than . , standard units nor greater than

1/day by grab sample.

9.0

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

expiration date,
102, effluent from chromate settling basin.

Monitoring Requirements

Measurement

Frequency

Continuous
1/day
1/day
1/month

standard units and shall be monitored

Sample
Type

Record
24-hr.
24-hr.
24-hr.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the following location(s):

At Outfall 102, effluent from chromate settling basin prior to mixing with other plant effluent
and before being discharged -into.Buckhorn Creek on Company property in Harrison County, Texas.

composite
composite
composite

"ON Mutiag
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning effective date and lasting through
the permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) serial number(s)

deionization system.

expiration date, )
202, effluent from Lagoon 8 and/or

Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Effluent Characteristic Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
' kg/day (1bs/day) N —Other Units (Specify) :
Measurement Sample
Dsily Avg Dgily Max Daily Avg Daily Max Frequency Type
Flow—m3/Day (MGD) N/A N/A Report Report Continuous Record
Biochemical Oxygen .

Demand (5-day) 142(313) 227(501) - N/A N/A 1/day 24-hr.
Total Organic Carbon 426 (939) 680(1500) N/A N/A l/day 24-hr.
Total Suspended Solids 511(1126) 770(1700) N/A N/A 3 /week 24-hr.
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons N/A N/A N/A 0.2 mg/l* 2/month 24-hr.
Sulfates Report Report N/A N/A 2/week 24-hr.

* Refer to Part III, Item 11.

The pH shall not be legs than ¢, o . standard units nor greater than

l/day by grab sample.

9, o standard units and shall be monitored

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the following location(s):
At Outfall 202, just leaving Lagoon 8 and before entering Buckhorn Creek on Company property in

Harrison County, Texas.

composite
composite
composite
composite

composite
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning effective date and lasting through  expiration date, .
the permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) serial number(s) 003, treated industrial wastewater

1
Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below: §
Effiuent Characteristic Discharge Limitations- _ Monitoring Requirements S
- kg/day (1bs/day) o Other Unita (Specify) - .
Measurement Sample .
Drily Avg Daily Max Daily Avg Daily Max Frequency Type <
Flow—m3/Day (MGD) _ N/A N/a Report Report Continuous Record
Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (5-day) 615(1356) 986 (2173) . - N/A N/A 1/day 24-hr. composite
Total Organic Carbon . 4095(9027) 6123(13500) N/A N/A 1/day 24-hr. composite
Total Suspended Solids - 3141(6925) 6092(13430) N/A N/A 3/week ) 24-hr.-composite .
Chlorinated = T <
//_____,.HydI.Qq§rbons . N/A N/A N/A 0.2 mg/1* 2/month s gf&;hr‘ . composite ._\_1
{ PhefioIs ™\ N/A N/A 0.1 mg/1** 0.2 mg/1** 3/week ~  Grabé-___ ] .
&____,/""'ﬂ'.

4/ % Refer to Part III, Item 11. _
/ ** Daily average and daily maximum limits béginning July 1, 1984. Measure and report only un
! July 1, 1984, >
\'_‘——\— 0

e’ ~—

The pH shall not be less than - g (o standard units nor greater than o o standard units and shall be monitored
l/day by grab sample (See Part III, Item 5).

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

ON 11134
a8y
| LYvd

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the following location(s):
At Outfall 003, at the outlet fromTalley No. 3 and just before entering the Sabine River.

Jo
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PART III

OTHER REQUIREMENTS
The following additional limitations apply to Outfall 102:

Volume: Not to exceed an average of 1,400,000 gallons per day
Not to exceed a maximum of 2,000,000 gallons per day

Table 1
Grab Samples, mg/l
Pollutant Column 1 Column 2
Total Organic Carbon 75 105
Total Chromium N/A 1.5
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons
(See Part III, Item 11) N/A 0.2

The following additional limitations apply to Outfall 202:

Volume: Not to exceed an average of 1,500,000 gallons per day
Not to exceed a maximum of 2,500,000 gallons per day

Table 2
Grab Samples, mg/1l
Pollutant _ Column 1 Column 2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (5-day) 40 50
Total Organic Carbon _ 100 160
Total Suspended Solids 110 170
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons
(See Part III, Item 11) N/A 0.2

The following additional limitations apply to Outfall 003:

Volume: Not to exceed an average of 7,000,000 gallons per day
Not to exceed a maximum of 12,000,000 gallons per day

Page 11 of 13

Table 3
Grab Samples, mg/l

Pollutant Column 1 Column 2
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (5-day) 40 50
Total Organic Carbon 210 340
Total Suspended Solids 200 420
Chlorinated Hydrocarbons

(See Part III, Item 1l1) N/A 0.2
Phenols (effective July 1, 1984) N/A 0.5
TDWR-0078{Rev. 10-5-77) Sheet B Of A thru E
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PART III

OTHER REQUIREMENTS

No dischafge of any material from Talley 1
is permitted without prior written approval by the

Executive Director.

The PH monitoring of Outfall 003 shall be required once a
day with a grab sample taken between the hours of 5 a.m. and
9 a.m. Central Time.

The permittee shall conduct screening-type biota toxicity
tests of Outfall 003 effluent on a frequency of once per
quarter, using testing conditions and procedures acceptable
to the Executive Director of the Texas Department of Water
Resources*. The first test shall be started within 90 days
after the effective date of this permit. If eighty (80)
percent of the test organisms survive during a test period,
the toxicity of the water will be considered negligible.

a. If the results of the biota toxicity screening tests
indicate negligible toxicity for a l1l2-month period, the
frequency of the testing may be reduced or the testing
requirement may be eliminated with prior approval of the
Executive Director.

b. If a test result indicates a positive toxicity (survival of
less than 80 percent of the test organisms) the permittee
shall within 24 hours of receiving the positive test
results conduct a 48-hour median lethal concentration
(LC50) test using test conditions and procedures acceptable
to the Executive Director*. The permittee shall report
the test results to the Austin and District 5 Offices
of the Texas Department of Water Resources within five
working days of receiving the test results. After
reviewing the test results, the Executive Director
or his designee (District 5 Supervisor) may request
the permittee to submit within 90 days an explanation
of the possible source or sources of the toxicity and
a plan for toxicity reduction.

* Refer to "Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity of
Effluents to Aquatic Organisms," EPA-600/4-78-012 (Revised
July, 1978). An equivalent method for determining toxicity
of the effluent may be substituted with prior approval
of the Executive Director. Organisms that can be acclimated
to the pH of the effluent (such as fat head minnows,
gambu21a,§or bluegill fry) shall be used for the tests.

\ . .
v

TDWR-0078{Rev. 10-56-77)

Poge 11 of 13 Sheet C of A thru E
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PART III

OTHER REQUIREMENTS

All organic process discharges (Outfalls 202 and 003)
shall be discontinued when the river flow measured at
Highway 149 minus the permittee's intake from the
river is less than ten million gallons per day.

In normal operation, wastewater from the deionization
unit (DI wastewater) is sent to Lagoon 8. In periods
when Outfall 202 is not authorized, the applicant may
neutralize DI wastewater to a pH between 6.0 and 9.0 and
discharge it into Buckhorn Creek.

The permittee shall continue the groundwater monitoring
program presented in the report Hydrogeologic Study

- Phase II For Texas Eastman Company, submitted to the
Texas Department of Water Resources, March 4, 1982.

The sampling schedule shall be as follows:

Monitor Wells Parameters and Sampling Frequency*
k L)ﬁfi y

Mw-1 C %fkﬁy 2/year
MW-4 C 2/year
MwW-7 C 2/year
MW-10 C 2/year
TEX-3-S A 1/year; B 2/year
TEX-5-S A 1/year; B 2/year
TEX-9-S A 1/year; B 2/year
TEX-14-S A 1l/year; B 2/year
TEX-17-S C 2/year
TEX-18-S A l’year; B 2/year
TEX-19-S A 1/year; B 2/year
TEX-20-S A 1’year; B 2/year
TEX-24-S A ]1’year; B 2/year
TEX-25-S A 1/year; B 2/year
TEX-2-D C . 1/year
TEX-3-D C 1l/year
TEX-4-D C l1/year
TEX-6-D C Ll/year
TEX-7-D C l/year
TEX-8-D C 1l/year
TEX~10-D C l/year
TEX-11D C l/year

DWR-0078(Rev. 10-6-77)

Page 11 of 13 Sheet D of A thru E-



November 13, 1984

Ry

Mr. Charles E. Nemir

Executive Director

Texas Department of Water Resources
P.0O. Box 13087, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711

As required by Paragraph 6.b., Part III of Permit No. 00471, Texas Eastman wA
Company is hereby providing notification that the biota toxicity screening

test conducted on Outfall 003 resulted in a positive toxicity of 50 percent. /Tﬂmz,w
These results were received on November 5, 1984, T‘b/

Dear Mr. Nemir:

Al

On November 6, a test to determine the 48-hour LCsy was initiated. This test
gave the following observations:

24% dilution 107 toxic
37% dilution 30% toxic
56% dilution 40% toxic
75% dilution 407 toxic
100% dilution 407 toxic

This data does not permit the calculation of an LCyp since there was insufficient
“toxicity.

The tests were conducted using Gambuzia as the test organism. This test was
the fifth quarterly testing conducted under the provisions of the permic. All
previous screening tests resulted in 100 percent survival of the test specles.

If you have any questions, please contact Dr. Tom McAninch at (214) 236~SOQO,
Extension 3116.

Very truly yours,

Dael Baughman, P.E.
Engineering Associate
Clean Environment Program

lbg

ce: Mr. Bill Boggs, Supervisor
Texas Department of Water Resources
District 5
2807 Highway 42 North
Kilgore, Texas 75662

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY - P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 * 214 238-5000
A Division of Eastman Kodak Company
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State Permit No. 'oooo 7
NPDES Permit No. MQ cas!

(2.> o)
INSPECTION DATE -4f-Bf

Texas Departuent of Water Resources
Domestic/Industrial Inspection Report

Permittee Name { ) Domestic
' (K) Industry - Type Q_‘Eﬁ!!!c
TEXNS__ERSTmMAN ComPrNY _ Chewnecels  Mauud. |
bl fficial -
I.Q_)_e.s ?n;Lt:mek;) ficials o,w_]/.l :Lis S Plamsger &h,%n 3L Sos
M. D4¢I§QW Clesn. f’lwmnmu.f Grevp C'eort(&ajwh IR
Tég !ﬂ‘ ﬂn:ﬂgﬁ, Seumor Céu.._.rf "

A. TYPE TREATMENT PLANT. Describe in brief terms and attach schewatic.

_biés?ggﬂs_w_r%__é/p(%_.-I‘/o_swﬁce.__d. gres_. e .fmqlmns

& _va /a ons mc/up/e_ .SL//;uml;tA ng#/n:( rqﬁm:ﬁbm "

- J .
?j/ écu/fq/w@_ oxu./ o Sc & ‘4(_%_ _T;;e._(el,—a_f’g-_ A‘A«J‘ru?’ /“‘djtau
as the treatment plant been modified in the Tast 12 wonths? { J Yes. () Ho.

If yes, please explain changes wade and identify date that facilities were

placed in service.

Were new facilities constructed in accordance with approved plans and
specifications? ( ) Yes. () No. (x) N/A. If nu, what action has been
undertaken by the District office? :

Page 1 of 6
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-LEGEND -

I PLANT CENTER (LATITUDE 32°-26'-17", LONGITUDE 94°-41'-24")

2 CHEROKEE WATER RESERVOIR
2 COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO. I
4 COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2

3 COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2 OVERFLOW LINE

6 COAL PILE RUNOFF POND

T INCINERATOR

€ PCB STORAGE AREA

9 WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM INLET
IC WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM

ORGANIC SKIMMERS AND SETTLING BASINS

g
SX9

FRESH WATER

D COOLING WATER

WASTEWATER

¥ souwo WASTE

@M EFFLUENT DISCHARGES PERMITTED BY

[ R

L

OXIDATION
. OXIDATION
OXIDATION
. OXIDATION
OXIDATION
OXIDATION
OXIDATION
OXIDATION
TALLEY 2
TALLEY 3
. Ol BASIN
TALYST
ST

l

ZErAe-~LCTMMOO®D

330
Lastngar

BASIN
BASIN
BASIN
BASIN
BASIN
BASIN

" BASIN

BASIN

NO.| (NONAERATED)
NO.2 { AERATED)
NO.3 (AERATED)
NO.4 (AERATED)
NO.5 (AERATED)
NO.6 {AERATED)
NO.7 (NONAERATED)
NO.8 {AERATED)

(NONAERATED)
(NONAERATED)
{NONAERATED)
TREATMENT BASIN NO.I
TREATMENT BASIN NO.2

11. DI BASIN DISCHARGE LINE
12. OXIDATION BASIN NO.7 DISCHARGE ‘LINE [B
I3. COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN CHROMIUM R
14. COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN CHROMIUM SP
IS. OUTFALL NO. 00!

16. OUTFALL NO. 102

I7. OUTFALL NO. 202

18. OUTFALL NO. 002

19. OUTFALL NO. 003

20. TALLEY 1A (FLY ASH DISPOSAL SITE )
21. TALLEY 1B (INACTIVE-EMPTY)

22. TALLEY I1A DISCHARGE LINE

23. HEAVY ORGANIC BASIN r;(

24. HEAVY ORGANIC BASIN WATER REMOVAL
25. SANITARY LANDFILL (INACTIVE)

26. SANITARY LANDFILL (ACTIVE)

27. SPECIAL WASTE LANOFILL

28. LANDFILL LEACHATE REMOVAL LINE

29 FLY ASH POND |

30. BOTTOM ASH POND -

31. SPECIAL WASTE STORAGE AREA \
32. 8Y-PRODUCT BOILER FUEL STORAGE
33. CALCIUM CARBONATE BASIN {INACTIVE)
34. PRIMARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION

35. SECONDARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION °
36.FLY ASH POND 2
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3 m 3 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
“'1, 0«3 ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH LABORATORY — DULUTH

¢ enott _ 6201 CONGDON BOULEVARD

DULUTH, MINNESOTA 55804

20 April 1984

Mr. David Quisenberry
Clean Environment Program
Eastman Chemicals Division
Kingsport TN 37662

Dear Mr. Quisenberry:

Attached is a copy of my report from our reconnaissance of the Sabine
River. '

Sincerely, A
//.. :._/'\’\ \(./ ¢ [(ga—“\_}
i
Nelson A. Thomas
Chief, Water Quality Research Branch

cc: James M. Lazorchak
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PLACE:
" DATE: September 22 - 23 1982

Sabine R1ver, Texas

PURPOSE: Conduct S1te Evaluation for Complex Effluent Testing Program

The Sabine River was evaluated for biological impact at:
1. Upstream from Longview, Texas, U.S. 259.
Downstream from Longview, Texas, S.H. 149.
Upstream from discharge pipe number 002 (100 yards).
Downstream from discharge pipe number 002 (50 yards).

Upstream discharge pipe number 003 (5 yards).

(=2} wn L) w N
. . . . .

100 - 200 feet downstream from discharge pipe number 003.
Same side of river,

7. Both sides of river, 200 yards downstream from discharge
pipe number 003.

8. Downstream from Texas Eastman ( = 6 miles) - R.R. Bridge.

Qualitative sampling was conducted for benthos and fish. The general
appearance of attached algae and habitat was also noted. The Sabine River
was at Tow flow (28 cfs). The benthos habitat is a few rocks and branches
along the river banks.- The river contains only a few riffles; therefore,
to maintain consistent habitat type, habitat along the edge of the pools
was sampled.

Upstream from Longview, Texas, the benthos consisted of mayflies (2 to
3 types) hellgrammites, caddisflies, clams. The fish community contained
spottail shiners, bluegills, redfin shiners and darters. The shiners were
present in large numbers. Downstream from Longview, Texas, the number of
- species of fish and invertebrates was similar; however, the number of
individuals increased responding to the increased productivity. The attached
algae was more abundant at this station.

Immediately upstream for 002, the same population was observed as was at
the previous station. Shiners were observed swimming in the ditch carrying
the effluent from 002 to the river. Immediately downstream, mayflies,
hellgrammites and clams were observed. The fish population was the same as
was observed upstream. Between 002 and 003, approximately two miles, seepage
entered the river from the Texas Eastman side. The seepage depressed the num-
ber of individuals, but not the number of species of benthos. The fish popula-
tion was comprised of the same species. The amount of attached a]gae decreased
to a level observed upstream of Longview, Texas.

Immediately downstream from 003, no adverse impact from the water in 003
was observed on either the benthos or fish communities. The benthos community
consisted of mayflies (two types), hellgrammites, limpeds, clams and amipods.
The fish community consisted of redfin, spottail and silver shiners.



- -

Approximately six m1les downstream, the blota was the same except a
young channel catfish was captured

—_In"conclusion, from the benthos and fish samp11ng conducted on the
Sabine River, the discharge from 002 and 003 did not have an impact of the
Sabine River biota. Seepage entering between 002 and 003 depressed the num-
‘ber of individuals present, but not the number of species.

The toxicity tests ar2 discussed in the attachment with the conclusion that
002 was not toxic and 003 was toxic at 50 and 100 percent concentration. The
reason that there was not an observed impact of 003 is that its discharge rate
was reportedly 1 mgd or 1.5 cfs and was diluted by the 28 cfs of the Sabine
River and this gave about 18 fold dilution. To have an 1mpact the eff]uent
rwou]d have been toxic at the 5 percent 1eve1

In summary, at the dilution that occurred during the low flow stage of
the Sabine River impact from 002 and 003 would not have been predicted to
occur and none was observed during the field sampling.

Attachment



Subject: Ceriodaphnia Exposure to Stream Water Samples

Ceriodaphnia vs. Stream Water (obtained 9/27/82, stored at 15°¢C).

Stream water was sampled and labelled as follows:
Upstream Control, Station 2
Site 002
Site 003
Downstream, Station 8

To conduct bioassays with Ceriodaphnia the following was done.

Placed 25 - 30 adult daphnids in control upstream water (25°C ¢ 2 °) f°r tw0
days and obtained < 24L old young for test the second day. Transferred daphnids
to nalgene beakers containing 15 mls of each water with the following replications:

Upstream (100% contro]) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Site 002 (25% stream, 75% control) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Site 002 (50% stream, 50% control) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Site 002 (100%) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Site 003 (25% stream, 75% control) 10 beakers with one aninaI in each.

Site 003 (50% stream, 50% contro]) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Site 003 (100%) 10 beakers with one animal in each.

Downstream (100%) 10 beakers with one an1ma1 in each.

Solutions were renewed and animals were transferred every two days (Wednesday
start, Friday, mm and Wednesday, end of test). Test lasted seven days total.

¢n1mals were fed one drop yeast mixture (Mount) each day. The results are as
ollows:

Upstream 002 002 002 003 003 003 rean
Control  (25%) (50%) (100%) (25%) (50%) (100“1 e

Survival (7 days) 70% 90% **88% 80% 60%
Total .
Young Production - "
(7 dgs) o 77 18 76 52 0 0 S
Y 1A 8.6 8.7 9.5 8.7 -

» 10 replications per treatment were used; each containing 1 daphnid
ke 9 replications were used (spilled one).




- SUMMARY

("Water samples from 003 were toxic.” Fifty and one hundred percent solutions -.
~-killed all Cewdodaphnia within 48-h. It appears-that a 25% solution of 003
was not toxic.. lwenty-five, fifty and one hundred percent solutions of 002
water appeared £p have no adverse effect on survival or reproduction where
compared to the wpstream control. Daphnids did the best in the downstream

vater.
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August 8, 1984

Mr. Terry Davis '.{D
Texas Department of Water Resources '

2807 Highway 42 North
Kilgore, Texas 75662

Dear Mr. Davis:

Attached is the data requested in your phone conversation with
Dr. Tom McAninch on August 8, 1984. The data requested is the
latest results of the groundwater well analysis as required under
TDWR Wastewater Permit No. 00471.

If you have any questions, please contact Dr. McAninch at (214) 236-5000,
Extension 3116,

Very truly yours,

l ) "’,’,}:’//,. L /,"" IR

oo

Dac_al Baughman, P.E.
Engineering Associate
Clean Environment Program

1bg

Attachment

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY - P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 - 214 236-5000
A Division ot Eastman Kodak Company



Groundwater Data

Texas Eastman Company

lst Quarter, 1984

ELL MUM AGUIFER REG STAT  FACILITY DATE WIR LIVEL °H ; 3 IACK HANSANESE  SULFATE SODIUM 8 PSTASSIUN  BICARB ALK NITSATE

3-§ SHAL  RCRA LASCEN 94040t GE3S 155 180 0. : - 1 260 .

5-5 SHAL  RCRA LASDON  Sdudlt S SR . . 25 8oe STV 19 60 (1.9

3-§ SHAL  RCRA LAGODN 34341 .98 T4 A I &4 11 9% o : It 140 $3.9

$4-3  _SHAL ARG BACYBRCUNE 40411 18 14 S 7 1.2 300 3
. 18-§ SHAL  RCRA HeR 34041; AT I 18 390

19-3 ZHAL PLRA HOE U041 : g: 10.7 % 82

-5 SHaL  alRe HEE ETEETS A8 54 2 250

M-l zhal rara langbril  94G41: 82 e 6. 0, : 3 . : - 339

5-§ SHAL  RCRR LANDFILL  §404! JE T I LM 33 42 .8 1 14 0, 0 15 LT 396

2%-3 AL RCRA LANIFILL  B404:: g 5.0 175 1.89 34 LI 3 N 70,5 15 o 100 :

27-§ S4AL  RCRA LANSFILL  BA0ALL 28,9 LE s 2w ak 9 1 1 1 e . 0 35 1% 3.9

28-§ SHAL  RCRR LANDFILL  E40d;: /L3 &8 8 B 13 W= 42 20 1 3.3 40 (2.9

29-5 SHAL  BCRA LANDFILL 340411 2%1.8 5.7 i3 2.8 2 156 37 " ? o 4

-2 SHAL  TDWR Fatl 240413 286,43 5.8 13 .

-4 SHAL  TDMR FaR2 840411 5.9 0

#-4 SHAL  TDMR TALLEY 1 240411 225.0 8 4150

N-7 SHAL  TDWR TALLEY 1 S40411 3.0 5.3 250

H-10 SHAL DR TALLEY | 840411 243.5 5.5 435

17-§ SHAL  TDWR CROS BASIN B4041! 2.8 4.8 @

All parameters expressed as ppm except pH and specific conductivity

1Groundwater Quality Assessment.Plan indicates 24-S monitors nonhazardous landfill
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April 12, 1984

Texas Department of Water Resources RFQHVED
Shipping Control and Effluent Reports Unit

Enforcement and Field Operations APR')hfgd
P.0. Box 13087, Capitol Station

Austin, Texas 78711 ENFUHbLmt“' AND

FIELD OPERATIONS | \S
Gentlemen: : WA
/ ) i
% rﬁ\kd )

Re: Annual Waste Summary \
TDWR Wastewater Permit 00471 ’fgﬁ:>

Attached is the groundwater data required by the above permit on the //&,
shallow monitoring wells around our nonhazardous facilities and the /'\jf,/
deep wells at the plant. The wells were sampled and analyzed in accord-

ance with the schedule established in the permit. However, the results

were inadvertently omitted from the Annual Waste Summary submitted on

Jatiuary 20, 1984.

If you have any questions, please contact Dr. Tom McAninch at
(214) 236-5000, Extension 3116.

Very truly yours,

&M < ”’ ﬂ/"“'“‘

Dael Baughman, .
Engineering Associate
Clean Environment Program
lbg

Attachment

v 84 -8V

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY - P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 - 214 236-5000
A Division ol Eastman Kodak Company
v .



Groundwater Data

Non-RCRA Wells

Well # TOC, ppm Conductance, 4 mho pH Water Level
MW-1 8 380 7.2 274.68
MW-4 ﬂgm\ 330 7.2 285.36
W-4 2825 ~ (6900 5.5 242.27
H-7 853 (5000 5.6 240.70
W-10 704 (3575 5.9’ 243.09
17-8S 18 2300 6.6 280.83
2-D 6 1250 8.4 246.01
3-D 24 1300 8.4 228.55
4-D 6 900 8.3 203.26
6-D 6 1600 ' 8.3 221.91
7-D 7 600 9.0 259.92
8-D 7 1000 8.8 265.61
10-D 7 800 9.7 228.01
11-D -7 1000 8.4 209.06
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CERTIFIﬁD HAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles Newir, Executive Director
Texas Department of Water Resources
P.0. Box 13087, Capitol Station
Austin. Texas 78711 '

Dear Mr. Nemiti

Re: TDWR Permit No. 00471

Please be advised that the BODg values for Outfall 001 exceeded permit
ldmits of 10 for the dates shown., We first became aware of this when
we obtained the February 12 value on February 17. The measuraed BOD
values wera as follows:

I - February 12 -~ 18 mg/l
Jreow o Es Cvos. Pebruary 15 = 15 mg/l
- February 16 - 14.mg/l

As reported verbally to Mr. Bill Boggs, Supervisor of the Kilgore office,
the primary cause of this exceedance was a freeze damaged check valve
and relief valve which occurred during the severe cold weather of late
Dacember and several other lesser weather related problems. The damaged
valves allowed certain chemicals, primarily alcohols, ethyl acetate and
aldehydas to flow into Cooling Water Reservoir No. 2, There were no
chlorinated hydrocarbons involved. The problem was discovered and re-
paired on January 13, 1984, The repair was made in such a manner that in
the event of a future failure such material will be returned to a tank.
In addition, we have provided more freasze protection in vulnerable areas
which should sasrve to reduce the chances of a similar problem occurring.

Immediately upon our becoming aware of this occurrence, we took steps

to prevent the material from reaching the Sabine River. Since we were
in a period of dry weather, it appeared for sometime that thase steps

were going to be successful. However, the February 1l rain of 4.25

.inches in a few hours and heavy run-off that followed caused flow to

bagin at the Cutfall 001 epillway.

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY - P. O, BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 - 214 236-5000
A Division of Eastman Kodak Company
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““anticipate that a steady decline in BOD values will occur.

g lbg P} Vo

r.»;‘ 'ﬁ

Charles Newir | : L Cra ety

Fabrusry 21, 1984 E;{.:

As of February 20, we are no longer overflowing the spillway. Our: .
data indicates that the BOD is dropping although, due" to the .cold -
water: temperature, not as fast as would be normally expected. We

Texas Eastman Company has a continuous program to keep unintentional
discharges to the cooling reservoirs from occurring. The program will
" be “continued with 1ncteased emphasis to minimize recurrences of this

type.

“If you hava any questions, please contact Dr. Tom McAninch at
(214) 236-5000. Fxtension 3116.

Very truly yours,

| ,((/a,uﬁ éﬂu/n‘a//

Dael Baughman. P.E.’ t9a

*Engineering -Associate

- Cleant anironmsnt Program BT s

IEEERTs R For, o o ' R l ‘. -l ! T

J':;. ¥ ) '2"-

cc: Mr. Bill Boggs .
Texas Department ‘of Water Resources
Rt. 1 Box 323.. -
Kilgore, Texas =75662
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Texas Department of Water Resources

TO

THRU

FROM

SUBJECT:

The

INTEROIFICLE MEMORANDUM

: Susan White, Wastewater Compliance Unit, DATE: October 18, 1983

Wastewater & Water Use, Enforcement & Field Operations

. George Green, Wastewater & Water Use, Enforcement &

Field Operations

. Terrence M., Davis, Engineering Technician, District 5

Sample Results Addendum to Texas Eastman Company, Major Waste-
water Inspection Report, 6-20-83, Permit No. 00471.

attached Chain of Custody Tags, Nos. IN13287 - IN13289,

requested analysis of chlorinated hydrocarbons, a permit
parameter required for Texas Eastman outfalls 003, 202, and

001,

Analysis could not detect the presence of either volatile or
extractible chlorinated hydrocarbons (detection limits, <5 ug/L).
These results were pending at the time the inspection report

was submitted.

Please attach this addendum to the 6-20-83 report.

o AL

Terrence M. Davis

Y Fo

Billy H. /Boggs, Sup Sor

Attachment
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Discharger Name (72'7(/?'5 S ASTIM AR Time Collected 1 ODJi_)

Plant Name : Point of Collectlon

Method of Flow Measurement /_’p i RECS, WEIR :
PAGE Chlorine Contact Time /_\

Qw DATE =
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1 - 9] 10—12{13]14 15 |16 17]18 19]2
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27 CODE 26 PARAMETER VALUE 35 CODE 40 PARAMETER VALUE 49 CODE 154 PARAMETER VALUE 62|
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Texas Department of Health
Bureau of Laboratories
Austin, Texas

Product: _ Laboratory No.: EW?2 {87 Sample No.: {f 13287

Date Received: lzmnYXJ Delivered By: TDwR Condition of Seals: TNTACT

Deséription of Sample: (WATER

From: GC/mS (—\mqusis

LABORATORY FINDINGS

I. Anatysis by GCms  for cworivated  Uolasiles .
No EPA  yolatile (,r3§~~~\tC§ Aetectec Z Sagy /7 Lirer
'Mo ot Volod--‘_\e.s C&c_fed-eo( < 9 J.&d /(-'1er

. Pesticide avu‘d:jsis (ce)

'\) (o) ?&&t& oC_cLl-f: oL PCBS QLL;&&;CL &

JULOS
Date Reported

FORM NO. G-59
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1 - 9] 10— 12 |13|14 1516 17|18 19| 2
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- Texas Department of Health
Bureau of Laboratories
" Austin, Texas

Product: ' Laboratory No.: “wW3 \&872 Sample No.: TN 13288
Date Received: {2™mMnAYE3 Delivered By: TOwWiR Condition of Seals: TNTACT

Description of Sample: waTeR

From: GC/ims AN QLIS S

LABORATORY FINDINGS

T (A ALYSIS BY GC/mS FOUZ  JOLATILES

NO EPA  VOLATILES  DETECTED < S.MO / Uver
NO OTHER  yoLATILES DETECTED < b.«,.a 7 lhver
™. PeEsTaine AND Pe® AR ALYS IS (ee )

IJO 'P t~c&4&$ Lo P(cg's \\Lx.:[LuCkok

JUL 0 6 1983

Date Reported

FORM NO., G=59
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“Texas Department of - Health
Bureau of Laboratories
Austin, Texas
Product: Laboratory No.: Ew31873 Sample No,: TN 13289

Date Received: 12 mav83 Delivered By: TDw Condition of Seals: TInTReT

Description of Sample: WATER

From: GC/MS Analysis

LABORATORY FINDINGS

T QM\&STS \c.d &C /MmS Sor volatile  chlor: wated O(Elc;m:c_s
No ‘EPA  velatile  Orqaics detectecl <50/ er

No oter volatlo . oepe—ics ledoctod <‘5-‘1“]/‘?*e(

L. Posricide avel BB cnatysis Cee  mextiod D

Do Pesthctdes o PR e Lo of

JUL 0 6 1983

Date Reported

FORM NO. G-59




SEGELE )

June 3, 1983

R

CERTIFIED MAIL -~ RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED \NMES\S‘\'R\C..‘--?
Mr. Charles E. Nemir (7 ‘ﬂ4fﬂz
Executive Director —T’AEE}“
Texas Department of Water Resources Q“%ﬁﬁy oy
P.0. Box 13087, Capitol Station [ (fﬂ/l
Austin, Texas 78711 : Lr//—

7

Dear Mr. Nemir:

In accordance with paragraph 335.194(d) (1) of the Texas Administrative
Code, Texas Eastman Company is providing notification that the sampling
and analysis of the required groundwater wells has indicated that ground-
water quality may be affected when considering one or more of the indicator
parameters. '

We-are' in. the process of working with Underground Resource Management to
prepare a specific plan for a Groundwater Quality Assessment Program.uti-
lizing the results of the semi-annual monitoring. We plan on submitting
our plan by June 17, 1983, along with the semi-annual data. Based on
prelininary analysis of the data and our =2arlier Phase I and II reporte,
we continue to bvelieve that the environment is not being significantly
affected by our operations. ‘

If you have anv questions, please contact Dr. Tom McAninch at (214) 236-5000,
Extension 3116.

Very truly yours,

&LL%L’ﬁJIIL"/“""“”

Dael Baughman, P.E.
Engineering Associate
Clean Enviroument Program

1c

ce: Mr. Bill Boggs, Supervisor
Texas Department of Water Resources
District 5
Route 1, Box 323
2807 Hwy 42 North .
Kilgore, Texas 75662

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY « P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 « 214 236-5000
A Division ot Eastman Kodak Company



~ Compliance Summary o
Texas Eastman Company
Permit No. 00471
May 17, 1983

HEGEIVE)

\' Ay 19 1983

1. Self-Reporting (February 1982 through January 1983)

Outfall 001
Outfall 003

No excursions reported.
No excursions reported. pErt. OF
Outfall 201 - No excursions reported. : TER RESOURCES
Outfall 202 - One pH excursion reported. WA DISTRICT 5
Sum of Outfall 201, 202, and 003 - No excursions reported. z

2. District Inspections:

May 10-11, 1983 - Results pending.
May 18, 1981 -

Outfall and Measured Permitted Primary Source
Parameter Value Value* of Wastewater

Qutfall 001 No Discharge Noncontact cooling creek
: (downstream)
Outfall 002 ' '
pH o 6.9 6-9

Qutfall 201 Cooling towers
Flow (MGD) . N/A
Chromium (mg/1) : 0.047 1.0
pH 8.1 6-9
Qutfall 202 No Discharge Process - Lagoon 8
OQutfall 003 _ Process - Talley 3
Flow (MGD) 2.16 N/A
BOD (mg/1) 23 N/A
TSS (mg/1) 54 280
TOC (mg/1) Not analyzed N/A
C1-Hydrocarbons Non detected - N/A
coD . 480 _ N/A
pH : 8.8 : 6-9
Sum of Qutfalls 201,
202, 003 - _
Flow (MGD) 2.16 N/A
BOD (1bs/day) 414 17,500
TSS (1bs/day) - 973 84,700
TOC (1bs/day) Not analyzed Report
COD (1bs/day) 8,647 178,500
BOD 0.107 5

3. Assessment of Compliance

SSelf-reporting data and field inspection reports indiCate that Texas Eastinan .
lis generally compliant with effluent Timits. In 1981 and- 1982, the Coiwpany =
submitted a 2-part report on ground water monitoring as required in the exist-
ing perwit. (fhe report suggests that the shallow aquifer-under the plant has -



Compliance Suminary
Texas Eastman Company
Page 2

, ‘been 1mpacted by Texas Eastman waste faciTities and that there is somne seepage
) " along the plant lagoon system to the Sabine River. The Company has contracted
“with the Academy of Natural Sciences to determine contamination plume effect
on aquatic life in the Sabine River. The proposed permit provides for a ground
water monitoring program and for biomonitoring toxicity tests to be conducted
quarterly. The Department will continue to monitor developments closely.

SJH: jr



SCHEPATIC OF TEXAS FASTMAN WATER [LOW® . ;

Rainfall &**
Runoff €Evaporation**

S — -

& --.

2) A1) flows shown in millions of gallons per day
*+ 1) Total rainfall and runoff = 24.5 million gallons/dey I

2} Total Avannratinn = 1€ QAT w0l v e

Rainfall &°° ) ' . TN
Runnff Evaporation** Evaporation®® ' :
J 1 . - - 1 . - Talley 2 1
! . . R i ‘ . 1
ver Cooling ?atgp Cooling Tower Coolinrg Cooling Tower Blowdown Electrochemical N L
> Reservoirs Makeup Towers (0.86) Treatment i
- f - ) Rainfall &*® N
' Cooling| Cooling ' : ' Runoff i
: Talley 3
Cooling Water Hater | Water ) : :
9 Return | Supply Rainfall &** > Evaporation®*
Outfall 001 “Supply System Runoff Evaporation** | - : :
(13.7) 'l 1 . 1
. 1 . o : ,
Cooling Water =R g 1_Products Outfall 003 . L
Return Process (0.1) Process Water Lagoons - {3.1) i
» . 4
Plants 17 )
] Longview City Water | Ex-Outfall 201
: (0.5) _ x  (0.86)
H Conden- | Steam ' Outfall 202°
_} ; - sate _ . Talley .'"' = _l.agoon 8- T 20?"55) 0
5 Steam Plant : : ) ) H
7 B)owdown 1 . | l
T b :
i Cherokee Lake Rainfall &** Evaporation** | Rainfall 8** Evaporation*® : .
% {1.5) Boilers Runoff : Runoff "
H Mason Lake Defonized Wastewater 1 ‘_}
e ey o Gne e e e W G G S R g = )
b 3) ~ (Riternate Low River Flow) 3
Steam Losses {Evaporation)** * 1) Al flows based upon 1980 averages, ( ) indicates flow i
:
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-LEGEND -

PLANT CENTER (LATITUDE 32°-26'-17", LONGITUDE 94°-41-24")
. CHEROKEE WATER RESERVOIR
). COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO. |
. COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2
3. COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2 OVERFLOW LINE
. COAL PILE RUNOFF POND
7. CATALYST TREATMENT BASIN NO.!
.CATALYST TREATMENT BASIN NO.2
. WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM INLET

FRESH WATER
l ' COOLING WATER

O WASTEWATER
W SOLID WASTE

zTommoono

P. WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM
A

ORGANIC SKIMMERS AND SETTLING BASINS
OXIDATION BASIN NO.1 (NONAERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.2 ( AERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.3 (AERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.4 (AERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.S (AERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO 6 (AERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.7 (NONAERATED)

WASTE TREATMENT FACILTIES

18
12
13.
14.
15.
16.
17,
18.
19.
20.
21
22.
23
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
3
32
33.
34.
35.

i wmans et

L gxuomou BASIN ‘Wo,
J. TALLEY 2 (NOwag Vi
X TALLEY 3 mmim'é:} 73
L.DI BASIN (NONAERATED) .
D1 BASIN DISCHARGE LINE " -i n oo
OXIDATION BASIN NO.7 DISCHARGE Likg
COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN CHROMIUM REMOGACE
COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN CHROMIUM SETTLINGTR,

OUTFALL NO. 001

OUTFALL NO. 20}

OUTFALL NO. 202

OUTFALL NO. 002

OUTFALL NO. 003

TALLEY 1A (INACTIVE)

TALLEY IB (INACTIVE-EMPTY)
TALLEY 1A DISCHARGE LINE

HEAVY QRGANIC BASIN

HEAVY ORGANIC BASIN WATER REMOVAL LINE
SANITARY LANDFILL (INACTIVE)
SANITARY LANDFILL (ACTIVE)
SPECIAL WASTE LANDFILL
LANOFILL LEACHATE REMOVAL LINE
FLY ASH POND

BOTTOM ASH POND

SPECIAL WASTE STORAGE AREA
BY-PRODUCT BOILER FUEL STORAGE
CALCIUM CARBONATE BASIN (INACTIVE - EMPTY)
PRIMARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION
SECONDARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION

g

- ! B
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TOWR-0103

.c. sampling frequency.

a. parameters to be monitored. i

. . [DEGEIVE]
. TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES : J

HAR 26 1382 &

DEPT. OF

CONFERENRCE RECORD

| WATER RESOURCES
Project: Texas Eastman - #00471 DﬁxRKﬂ;i‘
Conference date: March 4, 1982 Place: SFA - 515 - ‘/D
v v
Type of conference: Technical Vi
(telephone, staff, formal or informal hearinéfagfy
other) [
Attendance:
Name Agency
Bob Dicks TDWR
Greg Tipple TDWR
Susan White TDWR
Bob Morris ‘| TDWR
Ann McGinle TDWR :
Tom McAninc Texas Eastman
Gene Dworsky Texas Eastman
Dael Baughman Texas Eastman ]
Bob Kent ¥ URM, Inc. T
Summary:

A meeting was requested by Texas Eastman to discuss the recently
completed Phase II Report on ground water well monitoring as re
in Permit 00471. (Note: Phase I dealing with surface drainage
regional and local geology and recommendations for Phase II was
submitted in January 1981). Phase II presents an evaluation of !
seepage from all pits and ponds used for waste treatment storage, '

|

1

groundwater analysis, and a proposal for a groundwater program

_including:

a. proposed locations of monitor wells. o

b. construction details of monitor wells.

e. timetable for implementing the program.

One item - soils boring/cbring results - was not included'in Spase II
as requested. Dael Baughman explained that this information will be
submitted by East Texas Testing Association soon after the mee'ting.

Prepared by: %yn ;5 %ﬁ
R




conference Record - Texas Eastman
‘Page 2

!
1
3

!

Texas Eastman has about 500 acres of wastewater treatment ponds.
There are 8 lagoons and 3 Talley ponds. URM has supervised the
drilling of 30 soil borings, 26 of which were converted to ground
water monitoring wells. The shallow aquifer under the plant site
has been impacted by Texas Eastman waste facilities. The deeper
aquifer shows no effect. On the west side of the plant, the head
on the shallow aquifer is higher than on the lower so contamination
of the lower aquifer is possible. There is seepage along the
lagoons, 10,000 gpd, to the Sabine River. Texas Eastman has
contracted the Academy of Natural Sciences for a study on the
river to determine contamination plume effect on algae, inverti-
brates, insects and fish. Test points are above Longview, between
Longview and 001, and between 002 and 003. '

Talley 1 was used for water soluble organic waste. It had seepage
problems and Texas Eastman built a slurry wall around 3/4 of it.
No waste has been placed here since October 1980. Part A still
has wastewater in it which is being directed to treatment system.
Part B is maintained dry and is revegetating. Rainfall runoff
from Part B meets drinking water standards and TOC is less than

20 ppm according to Texas Eastman.

The 1IOB facility is used for water insoluble hydrocarbons. Texas
Eastman is actively designing an incinerator to be on-line by
1984. They want to incinerate all hazardous wastes.

Texas Eastman is working to improve their acetaldehyde process to
reduce the amount of waste generated and to include an end-of-the-
line complete destruction unit for the waste. :

The company expécts to clean out Talley 1A in 1982. fThey will
present a plan for alternate use of this facility.

Texas Eastman will continue the ground water monitoring program.

They feel that the program satisfies the RCRA requirements and

would like to use this for all their required ground water monitoring.
The company purchased a GC-MS and will begin an in-depth analytical
program soon to identify the TOC components.
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October 19, 1982 ' WATEUR"-;FESOU
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Mr. Allen Messenger, Head

Disposal Facilities Unit

Texas Department of Water Resources
P.0. Box 13087, Capital Station
Austin, Texas 78711

Daar Mr. Megsenger:

My letter to you of July 27, 1982, provided notification and details of our
plan to close Talley 1B, We appreciate the time and effort Ms. Jenny Stadler
and others of your staff gave this matter. It is our understanding that TDWR
would prefer that a trench in the south dike not be cut at this tima.-

In viev of comments from TDWR, we have reevaluated our plans for Talley 1B
and, for the present, wish to withdraw our request for TDWR approval of our
closure plan contained in my July 27 letter. Our original purpose for
desiring to cut the trench was to prevent the accumulation of excess
rainwater. Since tests run on the water show it essentially equivalent to
that in the river and you have no objections to the accumulation, we are
content to leave the dike intact. W¥We have continuing studies underway in
the area and will make you aware of any significant findings, if any.

If you have any questions please call Ma. Stancy Simpson at (214) 236-5000,
Extension 3168.

Very truly yours,

AL, “tﬁzi7443ﬁww~

Dael Baughman, Ccordinator
Clean Environmant Program

cc: Mr. Bob Dicks, Head
Industrial Wastewater Unit
Texas Department of Water Resources
P.0. Box 13087, Capital Station
Austin, Texas 78711 d///

Texas Department of Water Resources
District 5 :
2807 Highway 42 North

Kilgore, Texas 75662

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY -« P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 + 214 236-5000
A Division of Eastman Kodak Company
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JUL 151982 &=
TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY :SURVEY
: DEPT. OF
November 27, 1979 WATER RESOURCES
: DISTRICT §

As.part of our Regional commitment to collect and analyze ambient water,
sediment, and fish for the 129 priority pollutants, the Texas Department
of Water Resources collected samples from four sites on the Sabine River
in Harrison County as well as two effluent samples. These samples were

shipped to the Region 6 Laboratory in Houston for analysis.

The site locations were selected to provide input into Headquarters
(MDSD) "fate studies". These studies are aimed at predicting the fate
of toxic pollutants from point sources in the aquatic environment. The
major industrial discharge to the Sabine River is the Texas Eastman
Company (NPDES application #TX0000949) near Longview, Texas. The primary
SIC number is 2869, Industrial Organic Chemicals. The permit has the
following effluent limitations at outfalls 002 and 003:

Daily Max
TSS : 84700 1bs/day
BODg 17500 1bs/day
: Total chromium 76 1bs/day
. pH 6.0 - 9.0 S.U.

Samples were collected by Chip Volz, John Witherspoon, and Joe D.
Woodward of the Texas Department of Water Resources (TDWR) on November
1979. Fish tissue samples were not collected for this study.' Grab
samples for station TOXOZ23E were composited according to flow from two
discharge pipes, Lagoon 8 (approximately 60%), and Cooling Tower Blowdown
Water (40%). This was done for all samples except VOA and fecal coliform,
which were collected in the receiving stream below the two discharge
sources. T0X022 water samples were collected from Talley 1 evaporation
basin (see attached map). Seepage from Talley 1 was not visible due to
high river flows. Sediment samples were collected from the Sabine River
adjacent to the talley 1 dike.

Field data and priority pollutant analysis for organics and heavy metals
are included in this report. Extremely high levels of chloroform (3750
ug/1 in Water, 4400 ug/1 in Sediment) were detected in the water and
sediment samples from TOX022, the seepage area. Levels of chloroform at
stations upstream and downstream from TOX022. were low or undetected (<20
ug/1). Recoverable phenolics were also highest in the seepage area

water samples at 52 ug/1. Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate was detected at

all water and sediment stations sampled. Sediment levels of this compound
increased at each sucessive downstream station. _




-2

At one or both stations below the mixing zone (T0X023), nickel, chromium,
zinc, and mercury (in trace amounts) were detected in water samples.
Chromium, lead, nickel, and zinc were found in sediment samples at one
or more of these stations in the part per million range. Other heavy
~metals detected at or above, but not below TOX022 included antimony,
cadmium, copper, silver, and thallium. Five organics (anthracene,
chrysene, flouranthene, phenanthrene, and pyrene) were found at detectable
limits in sediment at only the first downstream station (T0X024). A
possible source for these organics could be surrounding runoff. An open
ditch for Lake Overflow is located on TEC property upstream from TOX024.
Cyanide was detected in the effluent and the 2nd downstream sediment
samples only.

The Sabine River, in Longview, Texas, has been selected for an intensive
toxics survey in FY-81, to be performed by TDWR. The purpose of the
survey is to establish a data base for the 129 priority pollutants in
order develop applicable criteria for the waters of the State. The
survey is funded under Section 106 of the Clean Water Act. This uncoming
survey should also be used to confirm the findings from the FY-80 samples.




STORET
number

TOX021
0505 .0400

TOX023 E
T0X022
TOX023
T0X024

05050300

TOX025
0505.0200

Station Descriptions
(A = 11POX06)

Description

Sabine River at SH 149 south of Longview, up-
stream of Texas Eastman discharge.

Texas Eastman - Longview discharge (NPDES
#TX0000949)

Sabine River, 2 river miles below Texas Eastman
discharge, in seepage area.

Sabine River in maxing zone, 4 river miles below
Texas Eastman discharge.

Sabine River 7 river miles below Texas
Eastman discharge.

Sabine River 21 river miles below Texas Eastman
discharge.



4

¢

Organic Priority Pollutants Identified in Texas-Eastman Survey
Survey Data - November 27, 1979

T0X021

phenolics recoverable
* bio(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate

copper
chromium
lead
mercury
nickel
zinc

Water

4 ug/1
10K ug/1

0.2K ug/1
29 ug/1
20 ug/1

* values reflect possible 1ab contamination

TOX023E

phenolics recoverab]e
cyanide

chloroform
bis(2-ethyhexyl)phthalate
antimony

chromium

copper

lead

mercury

nickel

thallium

zinc

T0X022

phenolics recoverable
chloroform
B1o(2-ethy1hexyl)phthalate
antimony

arsenic

cadmium

Chromium

lead

mercury

nickel

silver

thallium

zinc

Water

10 ug/1

5 mg/1

65 ug/1
210 ug/1

76 ug/1
70 ug/1
39 ug/1
30 ug/1
0.42 ug/1
84 ug/1
58 ug/1
122 ug/1

Water

52 ug/1
3750 ug/1
10 ug/1
43 ug/1
up

61 ug/1
68.5 ug/1
340 ug/1
0.34 ug/1
1,358 ug/1
22 ug/1
580 ug/1
2540 ug/1

‘Sediment

ub

3800 ug/kg (possible
lab contamination)
up

4.39 mg/kg

2.32 mg/kg

uw -

4.64 mg/kg

15.40 mg/kg

Sediment

Not sampled

Sediment

- UD

4400 ug/kg
580 ug/kg
up

2.31 mg/kg
ub

6.03 mg/kg
3.62 mg/kg
0.11 mg/kg

~7.04 mg/kg
ub

ub
20.51 mg/kg
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T0X023

phenolics recoverable
chloroform
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate
arsenic

chromium

copper

lead

mercury

nichel

zinc

T0X024

phenolics recoverable
chloroform

anthracene

chrysene

flouranthene
phenanthrene

pyrene

bis(2 ethylhexyl)phthalate
lead

mercury

nickel

zinc

T0X025

chloroform :
cyanide :
bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalat
chromium

lead

mercury

nickel

zinc

UD = undetected

Water

3 ug/1

20 ug/1
10.0K ug/1
ub

ub

up

20.8 ug/1
0.2K ug/1
32 ug/1

28 ug/1

Water

2 ug/1
20K ug/1

15 ug/1
19.75 ug/1
uD

0.2 ug/1
24 ug/1

32 ug/1

Sediment

ub

ub

850 ug/kg
2.01 mg/kg
6.03 mg/kg
2.01 mg/kg
4.10 mg/kg
ub

6.23 mg/kg
22.31 mg/kg

Sediment

ub

uD

500K ug/kg
500K ug/kg
500K ug/kg
500K ug/kg
500K ug/kg
730 ug/kg .
5.6 mg/1
ub

7.70 mg/kg
25.1 mg/kg

Sediment

ub

0.156 mg/kg
22.30 ug/kg
6.0 mg/kg
13.78 mg/kg
up

7.44 mg/kg
27.86 mg/kg
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FIELD AND BACTERIA DATA

T0X021 . TOXO023E TOX022 TOX023 T0X024 T0X025

Flow (CFS) 719 2.13 - 735 750 960
Temp (°C) 22.2 20 15.5 12.5 16.1 13.9
pH (s u) 6.9 6.4 7.0 6.7 6.7 6.3
D.0. (mg/1) 9.6 9.4 - 9.0 9.2 9.1
Turb (JTU) 29 30 5500 45 70 40

Fecal Col. (#/100 m1) 90 50 <10 90 70 . 140




Conventional

CONVENTIONAL POLLUTANTS DATA

Pollutants(mg/1) TOX021 - TOX023E  TOX022 TOX023 T0X024 T0X025
BOD, 4 38 <764 4 4 5

coD 20 182 26250 34 48 25

TOC 6 62 8400 7 0.0U 9

TSS 28 16 373 31 23 47
Chlorophylli-a 0.004 0.002 0.0U 0.004 0.014 0.011
Hardness 46 228 700 48 48 40



Priority Pollutants in Sediment from Sabine River
Texas: Survey Date - November 27, 1979
(Organics in Sediment - ug/kg; Heavy metals - mg/kg)

Pollutant : Upstream Discharge Seepage Mixingzone 1lst downstream 2nd downstream
T0X021 TOX023E T0X022 T0X023 T0X024 -TOX025

- cyanide (mg/1) ND N ND ND ND 0.156
- chloroform(ug/kg) ND 0 4400 ND ND ND
- bis(2 ethylhexyl) T '

phthalate (ug/kg) *3800 580 850 730 2230
Arsenic (mg/kg) ND S 2.31 - 2.01 ND ND
- chromium 4.39 A 6.03 6.04 ND 6.0
- copper ND M 2.31 2.01 ND ND
- lead 2.32 P 3.62 4.10 5.60 13.78
- mercury ND L 0.11 ND ND ND
- nickel 4.64 E 7.04 6.23 7.70 7.44
- zinc 15.40 D 20.51 22.31 25.1 27.86
- Anthracene (ug/kg) ND ND ND ' <500 ND
- chrysene ND ND ND <500 ' ND
- flouranthene ND ND ND : <500 ND .
- phenanthrene ND ND ND <500 ND

- pyrene ND . ND ND _ <500 ND

ND = Not detected

% - * Note = value reflects possible lab contamination.




Priority Pollutants in Water from Sabine River

Texas: Survey Date - November 27, 1979
(Total in HZO - ug/1)
Upstream Discharge Seepage Miningzone Ist downstream 2nd downstream

Chemical T0X021 TOX023E T0X022 TOX023 T0X024 ' T0X025
- phenolics

recoverable 4 10 52 3 2 ND
- cyanide ND 5000 ND ND ND ND
- chloroform ND 65 3750 30 <20 <20
- bis(2-ethylhexyl) .

phthalate <10 210 10 <10 20 15
- antimony ND 76 43 ND ND ND
- cadmium ND ND 61 ND ND ND
- chromium ND 70 68.5 ND ND 19.75
- copper 66 39 6758 ND ND ND
- lead “ND 30 340 20.8 - ND. ND
- mercury €0.2 0.42 0.34 <0.2 €0.2 0.2
- silver ND ND 22 ND ND ND
- thallium ND 58 580 ND ‘ND ND

Texas: Survey Date - November 27, 1980

- zinc 20 122 2540 28 21 31

ND = Not detected

*Note - value reflects possible lab contamination.
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FRESH WATER
[:I COOLING. WATER
O WASTEWATER
F/ souo waste

. CHEROKEE WATER RESERVOIR
p. COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.1
. COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2

. COOLING WATER RESERVOIR NO.2 OVERFLOW LINE
5. COAL PILE RUNOFF POND ’
. CATALYST TREATMENT BASIN NO.|I
.CATALYST TREATMENT BASIN NO.2

. WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM INLET

. WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM

ORGANIC SKIMMERS AND SETTLING BASINS
OXIDATION BASIN NO.1 (NONAERATED)
OXIDATION BASIN NO.2 ( AERATED)

OXIDATION BASIN NO.3 (AERATED}

OXIDATION BASIN NO.4 (AERATED)

OXIDATION BASIN NO.5 (AERATED)

OXIDATION BASIN NO 6 (AERATED)

OXIDATION BASIN NO.T (NONAERATED)

Tommooo»

WASTE TREATMENT FACILITIES
-LEGEND-

.PLANT CENTER (LATITUDE 32°-26'-17", LONGITUDE 94°-41-24")

.
12
13
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27
28.
29.
30.
3.
3z
33.
34
33.

rrn

I OXIDATION Bagiy . peat io
WO, oY
J TALLEY 2 (NONAERATED!
A T
K. TALLEY 3 (uouaznnm}i

OXIDATION BASIN NO.7 DISCHARGE Ui
COOLING TOWER BLOWDOWN CHROMIUM REM6Y
COOLING TOWER BLOWOOWN CHROMIUM SETYLINGE
OUTFALL NO. 001

OUTFALL NO. 201

OUTFALL NO. 202

OUTFALL NO. 002

OUTFALL NO. 003

TALLEY 1A {INACTIVE)
TALLEY 1B (INACTIVE-EMPTY)
TALLEY 1A DISCHARGE LINE
HEAVY ORGANIC BASIN
HEAVY ORGANIC BASIN WATER REMOVAL LINE
SANITARY LANDFILL (INACTIVE)

SANITARY LANDFILL (ACTIVE)

SPECIAL WASTE LANDFILL

LANDFILL LEACHATE REMOVAL LINE

FLY ASH POND

BOTTOM ASH POND

SPECIAL WASTE STORAGE AREA

BY-PRODUCT BOILER FUEL STORAGE

CALCIUM CARBONATE BASIN (INACTIVE - EMPTY)
PRIMARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION

SECONDARY SABINE RIVER DIVERSION

Ak,
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July. 20,. 1982

Ry

Mr..C. R. Miertschin, Director
Enforcement and Field Opcrations
Texas Department of Water Resources
P.0. Box 13087, Capitol Station
Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Mr. Miertschin:
Re: TDWR Wastewater Permit No. 00471

On. March 4, 1982, Texas Fastman Company presented the report required

under the referenced wastewater permit, 'Hydropeolosic Study of the

Texas Lastman Company - Phase I1" to staff members of TIWR., This renort
involved investigations made around all pits avd ponds both hazardous and
nonhazardous. The data contained in the report was considered to he nra-
liminary with additional monitorine to follow ns nronosed in rhe report,
although there was evidence of contamination in sone wells. Ve anpreciate
the attention given to our report and presentation by I'NiX personncl. The
review of our nlans, and the commants received, tiave becn helpful to us in
planning and executing our groundwater nroeram. As discussed with vour
people,. our program includes the elimination of the ‘leavy Orcanic 3%asin and
basin T-1lA as possinle sources of sroundwatar contamination hv ermntyine rhen,
and careful monitoring of other wastewater treatment facilities. Ve plan to
incinerate the contents of the Heavy Orcanic Easin {n 2 hazardous waste
incinerator to be constructed on our site.

Our groundwater nonitoring progrem is being 1lmplemented to comnly with

both provision III-H of our Wastewater Permit Ho, D0471, and the appronriete
RCRA program specified in Texas Administrative Code, Hactions 335.131-335,1%5.
Our iarch' 4 presentation was wmade in accordance with our uvastsuater permitc,
and . to. brief TDWR personnel on our groundwater nlans. 1t was not our intent
that the: report or representations made at the meetinr serve as notice of
significant contamination, or of our intent to imploment an Alternate
GCroundwater Water NOuality Assessment Plan under tho PCEA procram ag

allowed in TAC 335.191(d). It is our intention to collect a Tull wvear

of data from thosc monitoring wells ipvolvad with the XCRA prooram as
specified in TAC 335.193(c).

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY -+ P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 - 214 236-5000
A Division ol Eastman Kodak Company
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Mr. C. R. Miertschin, Director
Page 2 . ! - e
July 20, 1982

R 1

We have efforts underway to quantify data showing the concentration of
hazardous waste or hazardous constituents from wells, TEX-5~S, TEX-9-§,
and' TEX-19-8 that you requested in your June 3, 1982 letter. While our
‘interpretation is that this information 1s not yet required by. TAC 335.195
(a) (2)(B), we are doing the analytical determinations required and will
voluntarily submit the results as soon as they are avallable. We have

had problems due to lack of experience with our new gas chromotogranh/

mass spectromater/data system and because several mechanical and electrical
problems have occurred with this new equipment. ‘o are maliine prouress, but
we will not be able to meet the Aunust 3 requested date. Accordinpglyv, we
request a sixty day extension to complete the tasl.

Well TEX~6-S 1s located adjacent to basin T-1lA, which has been inactive
since before November 19, 1980 and now is emptv. ¥Well TEI-6-S 1s not
intended to monitor any RCRA facilities and 1s not covered by TAC 335.i%1.
Rowever, ‘at your request we will also collect data on the concentration
of the same hazardous waste or hazardous conatituents in a samnle from
this well as we are doing for the wells covered by TAC 135,121, We plan
to submit this data along with the data from Wells TEY-5-5, TE¥-9-5, and
TE¥-19-S, and also request a sixty dav extension for thia renort.

We have been collecting and reporting the eroundwater data quarterly from
the RCRA wells in the format your acency has requested. Iincludine the wvolun-
tary submittal of the groundwater quality and indicator parameter. “hon we
have collected a full vear of data we intend to anplv the Student's t-test
as required by TAC 335.194(b).

It is our understanding that frequency of monitorins after the first year
would be determined after the Student's t-test was completed based on the

full year's data. We realized that the frequency of monitoring as contained
in the:Phase I1 report was subject to chanpge at that time. Again T would

like tu point out the Phase II report was submittzd to fulfill the refarenced
TDWR Wastowater Discharge Permit requirement, not the hezardous waste faciliry
requirements coantained in TAC 335.191-335.195,

Thank you for pointing out that turbidity is not a wequired eroundwater
parameter and that total chromium 1is to be uscd in the croundwater suita-
bility test. These were oversights in the Pha:x TT redorr.



We will continue to expedite our program to develop the analytical:data -

on the subject wells as soon as possible and will appreciate your..favorable
consideration of our extension request. If vou have any questions or need
additional information; please call NDr. Tom McAninch at 214/236-5000, exten-
sion’ 3116. o

Very truly yours,

\J\DM/@) A /,, .

Dael Baughman, Coordinator
Clean Environment Program

cc:’ Ms. Ann McGinley © -
" - Enforcement and Field Operations
‘Texas Department ‘'of Water Resources
" P.0. Box 13087, Capitol Station
" Austin, Texas 78711

Texas Department of Water Resources
District ¥

2807 Highway 42 MNorth

‘Kilgore, Texas 75642




July 6, 1984

Bill Boggs, Supervisor

Texas Department of Water Resources
2807 Highway 42 North

Kilgore, Texas 75662

Dear Mr. Boggs:

Re: Solid Waste Registration Number 30137 [jﬁ35922532220a553§:? };::

—
Pursuant to Mr. Snow's letter dated Jume 22, 1984, [Texas Eastman Company_’ /44V/
is notifying your office that we plan to begin closure on Fly Ash Pond No. 2
no earlier than the week of July 16. The exact date for beginning closure
activities is dependent on weather and contractor availability. We will call

Mr. Davis of your staff as soon as a firm starting date is available.

I1f you have any questions, please contact Ms. Stancy Simpson at (214) 236-5000,
Extension 3168.

Very truly yours,

~
Ll D e

Dael Baughman, P.E.
Engineering Associate
Clean Environment Program

1bg

SUPERFUND FILE

JUN 12 1992
REORGANIZED

TEXAS EASTMAN COMPANY - P. O. BOX 7444, LONGVIEW, TEXAS 75607 -« 214 236-5000
A Division of Eastman Kodak Company
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